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Program Goals

To maintain well-distributed and healthy furbearer populations and associated habitats.

To provide ecological, recreational, cultural, educational, economic, and scientific benefits
of the state’s furbearers though sound resource management.

To address the social impacts of furbearers on human health, private property, and
agricultural values.

Statewide Objectives

Monitor population trends and the distribution of each furbearer species.

Maintain Montana’s viable populations of each species through the conservation and
enhancement of furbearer habitats.

Address the interest by resident publics for consumptive and non-consumptive uses of the
state’s furbearer resource.

Optimize recreational harvest opportunities through a sustained use management
approach under regulatory protections.

Minimize animal damage and/or nuisance wildlife problems utilizing Department policies
and management practices.

Promote trapping practices that minimize the take of non-target species and the humane
harvest of furbearers.

Develop a public understanding and acceptance of the basis for the consumptive use of
furbearers.

Management Strategies

Identify and associate species distribution and population trends with delineated habitats.

Investigate species population trend through species/habitat surveys, species occurrence
reports, harvest data, and research information.

Utilize regulatory mechanisms to provide trapper/hunter participation, harvest data, and
biological information.

Include furbearers in land management decisions.



Harvest and Management Activities

1)

Population information and harvest data are collected by county and/or trapping district
and reported by trapping district and statewide in this report. This method is intended to
more closely describe the association between species diversity, distribution, and
abundance with identified ecosystems and to use reconcilable legal units in the state.
Furbearer species with harvest seasons are beaver, otter, muskrat, mink, marten, fisher,
wolverine, and bobcat. Furbearers with closed season are lynx and swift fox and are not
included in this report. Weasel, skunk and coyotes are state classified predators and fox,
raccoon, and badger are non game species which are included in this report.

The annual harvest of otter, marten, fisher, wolverine and bobcat is monitored through a
statewide pelt tagging and harvest registration system. Registration is initiated under 24-
hour mandatory reporting through an automated system called the Mandatory Reporting
Response Entry (MRRE) system. All tag sealing and completion of species registration
forms are conducted by FWP personnel. Marten, fisher, and wolverine pelts are tagged
under the authority of the state while otter and bobcat are tagged under mandate by the
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service to meet federal CITES pelt export requirements.

Harvest data on the three remaining furbearers (beaver, muskrat, mink) and six fur-
producing mammals (weasel, skunk, coyote, fox, raccoon, badger) was collected through a
trapper harvest survey questionnaire. In addition, the same harvest data is collected on
the five tagged/registered furbearers through the same survey questionnaire to specifically
measure trapper effort and catch rates. Trapper effort will be used in developing long-term
species population trend indices. The trapping and fur harvest survey was mailed to all
resident and nonresident license holders. No reminder was sent to non-respondents.
Expanded estimates of furbearer trapping, hunting, and harvest activities were made from
the returned sample. The survey requests information on the estimated number of species
harvested by county and trapping district, harvest method, and harvest effort. Summary
harvest statistics and calculated catch rates were generated by a software package
through FWP’s Research & Technical Services Unit.

Mandatory carcass collections are required for otter, fisher and wolverine and skulls must
be surrendered from harvested bobcat. Marten skulls were not required to be turned in
during the 2008-09 season but have been in prior years. All carcasses and skulls are
forwarded to FWP’s Wildlife Laboratory in Bozeman for biological analysis to determine
specimen age, sex, body condition, food habits, reproductive history, and to collect tissue
samples.

A Montana fur dealer survey conducted by the statewide furbearer coordinator has been
replaced by checking the North American Fur Auction (NAFA) website after the spring sale
in order to obtain average pelt values for each fur-producing species. An increasing
number of trappers are shipping directly to NAFA. This information can be used to
calculate economic fur value of each species as a predictor of harvest pressure (i.e. higher
prices = greater harvest pressure).

Annual winter furbearer snow track surveys are conducted by biologists following
standardized survey protocol and track identification methods (Zielinski and Kucera 1994,



Halfpenny 1994) in Trapping Districts 1-4 (NW and SW montane forest habitats). The
numbers of track detections were recorded along selected routes for furbearers, which
include marten, fisher, wolverine, lynx, bobcat; prey species such as snowshoe hare and
pine squirrel; and lion, weasel and coyote. Standardized forms are used to record species
track detections and track identification measurements.

Snow track surveys are utilized to determine: a) species occurrence/distribution, b)
population trend from long-term track detection rates, and c) relative species abundance.
A prey index of snowshoe hare numbers is used to predict furbearer population
fluctuations and annual recruitment of several furbearer species. This is a continuing
activity to further develop route design, survey and track detection methodology, and to
further investigate population trend analysis and density estimate techniques.

7) Biologists in trapping districts 4-7 are in the process of developing lagomorph prey indices
through the use of headlight surveys. The numbers of lagomorphs are counted on
established routes three times each survey period. This index to prey availability is utilized
to predict bobcat population fluctuations by anticipating changes in annual rabbit
production (March surveys) or recruitment levels (September surveys).

8) Department furbearer occurrence/distribution report forms are distributed and collected
annually. Reports are completed only by Department personnel from verified reports or
personal observations. Accumulated reports provide species occurrence data to assist in
delineating statewide and trapping district distribution of selected furbearer species (otter,
fisher, wolverine, lynx and swift fox).

9) Furbearer research is an ongoing statewide activity that is utilized to address management
related issues on a species-specific basis when funding is available. Several furbearer
program sponsored field research projects were conducted during the report period and
external research projects were also conducted during this time.

Statewide Harvest and Management Results

Harvest and management results were analyzed by county and trapping district and reported as a
statewide summary. The seven legally defined trapping districts (TD) and 56 counties are shown
in Fig. 1.

License Sales

Statewide trapping license sales have increased by over 53% between 1994-95 and 2008-09 (Fig.
2). The 4,677 licenses purchased during 2008-09 season also represent and increase of 5% over
the 4,463 sold the previous year. License purchases at the seven regional offices and the Helena
headquarters are somewhat mixed each year. In 2008-09 three regional offices had increased
sales from the previous year (3,4,5,) and the Helena headquarters of 23% while decreases
occurred at four of the regional offices (1,2,6,7) (Table 1). Internet sales likely account for the
increase in Helena HQ purchases. Again, a general upward trend in statewide license sales is
apparently continuing through 2008-09 from the lowest number of 1,736 licenses sold in 1990-91.
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Annual Harvest Summary

Montana’s furbearer harvest for the 2008-09 season is presented in Tables 2. A 10-year harvest
summary for years that species harvest data is available is presented in Table 3. These figures
represent the known legal harvest of registered furbearer species and an estimated harvest of the
remaining species based on the trapper questionnaire. Detailed harvest statistic estimates by
species, trapping district and county are available in the Trapping and Fur Harvest Reports (Gude,
pers. comm.). During the most recent year available, trapper survey questionnaires were returned
from 34% of the 4,677 people who purchased a trapper’s license during the 2008-09 furbearer
season. The total number of animals reported being taken during the 2008-09 season decreased
by 9% over the 2007-08 season (Table 3). This decrease may be the result of weather conditions
and generally stable to declining populations of several furbearing animal species in some portions
of the state.

Pelt Prices

Although pelt prices remained relatively stable during the 2008-09 season, several species
demonstrated large decreases in value, particularly marten, fisher, bobcat and badger (Table 4).
The most significant decreases in harvest numbers were reported for mink, marten, and coyote
with a slight increase in harvest of muskrat and bobcat, despite lower prices from the previous
year.

Species Harvest Summary

Statewide species harvest trends by trapping districts and statewide are presented in the Species
Harvest Summary section (pages 17 to 60). The statewide harvest of most species was generally
stable to declining with small increases in muskrat from 2007-08 and an increase that has
continued in bobcat numbers over the past several years. These changes are variable, however,
among the seven trapping districts. Harvest numbers may correspond to species abundance
within each habitat base, although other variables, such as trapper effort and catch rate, may be
more useful indicators to correlate harvest data with population trends. Under this assumption,
there are specific implications for habitat and species management opportunities.

Population Monitoring

Results calculated from the trapper survey questionnaire that report trapper effort for all species,
including the known registered species harvest provided Catch Per Unit Effort (CPUE = # animals
harvested/1,000 trap days), are used to help monitor population trends (Species Harvest Summary
pages 17 to 60). Using Catch Rates (trap days/catch) from the annual harvest survey will be
evaluated during the next report period. These variables will be examined further to determine how
well they may reflect species population trends. Graphs of the CPUE for species groups to
compare trends are presented on pages 55 and 56 in the Species Harvest Summary section.

Results of carcass collections from otter, fisher and wolverine, and skull turn-in from bobcat and
marten are shown under each of these species sections in the Species Harvest Summary (pages
17 to 60). These graphs illustrate the biological parameters collected and reported which are
juvenile/adult female ratio, age structure, sex ratio, and median age of the harvest sample. Not all
years or most recent years may be available for age data, as processing adult teeth can take 1-2
years for results. Fisher and wolverine sample sizes are small so they do not necessarily
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represent population trend. Marten skull collections were discontinued beginning with the 2008-09
season. Species information from wildlife laboratory analysis will be reported as it becomes
available in future reports.

The statewide results from annual snow track surveys conducted in Trapping Districts 1-4, which
were initiated in 1990-91, are presented as the most recent 10-year summary in Table 19.
Numbers reported indicate total track detections recorded for prey species, selected furbearers and
several predators from combined route data. The corresponding indices of track detection rates
per 100 miles traveled are provided in Table 20. Long-term trends in species detection rates may
indicate changes in relative abundance. Statewide species track detection rates graphed as an
index of abundance are presented in Figures 55 to 58. Statewide results for 2008-09 indicate track
detection rates increased slightly for snowshoe hare from the previous year but remained below
the long-term average. There was also an increase in pine squirrels for this period. An increase in
marten and bobcat detection rates in 2008-09 bring detection rates nearer to the 10-year average.
Both fisher and wolverine detection rates in 2008-09 were above the 10-year average of 0.7 and
2.9, respectively. However, detection rates for lynx declined with lion about average.

The number of FWP occurrence/distribution reports received showed a consistent trend during the
past several years with the majority of reports collected for wolverine and swift fox. These reports
need to be entered in a locational referenced database, similar to the furbearer harvest database
that provides species distribution data. The number of reported counties for swift fox observations
continues to increase.

Furbearer Research

Statewide furbearer research activities generated two MS theses since 1994. A swift fox ecology
study in northcentral Montana from 1996-98 (Zimmerman 1998) and an evaluation of fisher
reintroduction in northwestern Montana that included a broader statewide status review was
completed in 2003 (Vinkey 2003). Several external research projects were supported in part by
furbearer program funding and/or logistical support. These included a lynx study in the Seeley
Lake area, a wolverine project in southwestern Montana and another wolverine study in Glacier
National Park. A number of swift fox survey efforts were conducted between 1999 and 2007 and
two separate international swift fox censuses with Canada occurred during 2000-01 and 2005-06
that were somewhat research-oriented and led to a population viability analysis and habitat
assessment (Moehrenschlager et al. 2006). A bibliography of all furbearer program related
research is listed on pages 62 to 68 in this report.
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Figure 1. Montana map delineating furbearer regulation trapping districts and counties.
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Figure 2. Montana trapper license sales trend, 1975-76 to 2007-08.




Table 1. Montana trapping license sales, 2008-2009.

License Type Kalispell Missoula Bozeman Great Falls Billings Glasgow Miles City Helena Statewide
General 636 513 811 522 587 150 391 896 4,506
Youth 8 5 11 7 7 0 6 5 49
Landowner 1 4 14 30 20 4 33 13 119
Nonresident 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3
Total 645 (-2%) 522 (-1%) | 836 (+10%) | 559 (+2%) | 614 (+0%) | 155(-10%) | 430 (-2%) | 916 (+23%) | 4,677 (+5%)
Table 2. Montana furbearer, predator and nongame species harvest summary, 2008-2009.
Trapping District 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Total*
Beaver 415 553 2,015 1,199 618 460 107 7,124
Otter 21 14 22 0 3 0 0 60 (0)
Muskrat 485 1,131 2,037 801 567 0 0 10,699
Mink 62 85 127 20 28 0 0 655
Marten 170 366 282 0 26 -- -- 844
Fisher 1 6 -- -- -- -- -- 7 (0)
Wolverine 2 0 0 2 0 -- -- 4
Bobcat 258 184 292 298 503 71 822 2,428
Weasel 45 76 6 0 0 0 0 175
Skunk 48 113 180 361 643 0 299 1,845
Coyote 387 437 494 1,453 494 827 1,780 6,969
Fox 20 234 130 367 265 56 299 1,695
Raccoon 39 99 711 717 1,343 70 307 4,052
Badger 0 6 42 51 25 0 169 643
Total 1,953 3,304 6,338 5,269 4,515 1,484 3,783 37,201

*Figure may include animals harvested in unknown trapping district and () indicates incidental harvest.




Table 3. Montana furbearer, predator and nongame species 10-year harvest (legal) summary, 1999-2000 to 2008-2009.

Year 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04 | 2004-05 | 2005-06 | 2006-07 | 2007-08 | 2008-09
Beaver 12,753 9,056 11,156 8,475 9,361 8,918 7,421 7,219 7,124
Otter 64 48 96 83 80 88 93 78 67 60
Muskrat 13,247 13,842 11,070 11,448 11,915 21,270 17,014 10,042 10,699
Mink 1,709 1,536 959 1,071 808 1,306 1,348 1,018 655
Marten 653 1,064 845 1,053 1,062 1,248 952 856 1,141 844
Fisher 5 7 7 7 8 7 9 7 6 7
Wolverine 4 14 10 15 10 11 11 9 9 4
Bobcat 1,411 1,398 1,702 1,786 1,783 2,114 2,201 2,228 2,389 2,428
Weasel 480 167 100 405 321 243 503 310 175
Skunk 2,762 1,570 1,616 1,422 2,996 2,325 1,933 2,599 1,845
Coyote 11,134 9,303 9,726 10,725 12,286 9,412 10,886 9,723 6,969
Fox 3,629 2,201 3,074 2,552 2,056 2,473 3,164 1,862 1,696
Raccoon 4,944 4,387 5,203 4,662 5,936 4,540 4,368 4,506 4,052
Badger 991 498 742 1,012 1,788 1,166 1,330 871 643
TOTAL 53,786 45,090 57,462 44,716 50,411 54,939 51,145 41,762 37,201
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Table 4. Average pelt price reported by species, 1990-91 to 2008-09.

Year Beaver Otter Muskrat Mink Marten Fisher Wolverine Bobcat Coyote Red Fox Raccoon Weasel Skunk Badger
1990-91 952 2515 0.73 13.84 25.47 35 140 90.98 13.01 8.45 432 027 405 529
1991-92 | 11.81 175 1.3 20.5 2558 40 130 87 23.95 22.5 828 225 425 765
1992-93 8.02 3976 118 1021 17.24 35 135 8537 2218 11.17 10.68 35 452 838
1993-94 | 1235 333 154 10.02 2174 3274 1478 9043 1578 10.68 10.1 2 301 682
1994-95 | 14.95 30 1.67 9.31 15 81.75 20.61 15.33 93 266 3.4 1187
1995-96 | 16.13 3595 2.82 9.16 19.17 200 7542 1946 1858  10.97 1.75 6.15 10
1996-97 | 2359 3098 3.83 1448 2501 124.05 2468 1774  15.26 183 386 11.19
1997-98 | 21.18 20 1.94 954 17.25 9525 17.15 1272 14.67 1 285 11.73
1998-99 85.5

1999-00 19.33 98.67 22.06

2000-01 | 1598 59.17 171 837 19.95 28.62 21294 106.05 1893 16.24  10.02 15 373 1598
2001-02 124 4793 2.07 10.05 18.7 25.12 225 135.25 23.7  22.65 19.3 2 5 185
2002-03 14 75 2.1 10.5 19.5 25 225 203 30.7 24 11 3 7 215
2003-04 14.5 90 215 11 205 28.1 275 280.25 28.5 20 115 3 55 23
2004-05 | 15.25 94 225 11.5 195 28.25 275 325 30.7 21.5 11 3 7 235
2005-06 205 100 3.5 15 455 35 300 345 38.5 25 115 3 65 275
2006-07 | 23.49 80 32 1288 6157 7431 21785 25733 4336 2084 2205 496 4.04 2757
2007-08 248 4091 323 1522 7729 8751  280.35 449.45 379 2249 3322 569 527 426
2008-09 | 25.21 30.85 255 1153 3758 4283  254.67 281.35 30.7 2159 1786 4.02 232 248




SPECIES HARVEST AND MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

BEAVER

The statewide beaver harvest continues to gradually decline since the most recent peak harvest of over
16,000 animals during the 1996-97 season (Fig.3). The estimated 2008-09 harvest level was the lowest
during the report period at an estimated 7,124 animals. This is 12% below the 10-year average harvest,
despite the highest reported pelt price during the past 15 years (Table 5). Examining the trend in CPUE it
appears harvest effort has generally declined also, indicating that less beaver are being taken per unit of
effort (Fig. 4). Population monitoring activities for beaver are based completely on harvest data, with the
CPUE considered to indicate relative population trend, which could be considered as declining, with recent
increases since 2003-04. The comparison of CPUE for beaver to the other semi-aquatic species is shown
in Fig. 51.

Generally low pelt prices and gradual habitat changes may be impacting beaver numbers in some local
areas in the state, particularly in western Montana. For example, in the heavily developed Bitterroot Valley
a long-term wetlands survey found an approximately 80% decrease in both acreage and the numbers of
beaver ponds over a 20 year period. At the same time human created ponds increased by nearly 75%
during the 23 year study time frame (Kudray and Schemm 2008).

Table 5. Beaver harvest, pelt price, and quota level if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year b1 T2 TDb3 TD4 TD5 TD6 TD7 State  PeltPrice  Quota

1994-95 823 1173 2795 2637 2164 1847 248 11699 14.95
199596 679 846 1854 2118 2127 711 285 8620 16.13
1996-97 626 1118 2961 5681 3453 1590 1122 16550 23.59
1997-98 698 1194 4460 3005 2227 972 959 13515 21.18
1998-99 510 1045 3243 3942 1900 718 276 11634

1999-00 908 1298 2821 2966 1961 2265 587 12805

2000-01 399 1095 2623 1756 2528 407 247 9056 15.98
2001-02 499 1394 3242 2953 1266 1273 460 11156 12.41
2002-03 685 1071 2296 2040 1201 777 399 8475 14.01
2003-04 424 1485 2336 2074 2175 477 389 9361 14.51
2004-05 15.25
2005-06 767 628 2852 1970 856 1626 219 8918 20.51
2006-07 479 944 2067 1450 1509 661 310 7421 23.49
2007-08 209 812 1409 788 698 994 313 7219 2481
2008-09 415 513 2015 1199 618 460 107 7124 25.21




Statewide Beaver Harvest
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Figure 3. Statewide beaver harvest by trapping district,1994-95 to 2008-09.
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OTTER

Otter are one of the five furbearers that are required to be registered and pelt tagged so that the actual
number of harvested animals is known. The otter harvest has always been managed through a trapper
limit and more recently trapping district (TD) quotas. Up through the 2001-02 season, a one otter per
trapper limit was in place, which was changed in 2002-03 to a two otter limit under a regulated quota in
each of the seven TD’s. The two otter and quota change was made in response to healthy populations, to
reduce incidental take, and more interest by trappers as pelt prices were increasing. Quota s were used as
a management tool to maintain well distributed and healthy otter populations while providing more
opportunity and flexibility to harvest otter by the trapping community. The total quota for the state has
increased from 84in 2002-03 to 95in 2007-08. The statewide otter harvest averaged in the mid-60s until
pelt prices increased in the early 2000s with a peak price (Table 6) and corresponding harvest in 2005-06
(Fig. 6). Despite somewhat higher harvest levels in the mid-2000s, the long-term harvest level and
proportion of the harvest by TD has remained relatively stable (Fig. 5).

The statewide trend in otter using CPUE is relatively stable (Fig.6) and a comparison of otter CPUE with
the other semi aquatic species is presented in Fig 51.Population monitoring for otter consists of the
collection and analysis of biological data from the harvest sample through mandatory carcass turn-in from
trappers. Trends in population parameters that show juveniles per adult female, age structure, sex ratio,
and median age are shown in Fig. 7 to 10. Again, these parameters indicate a relatively stable population
on a statewide basis.

Table 6. Otter harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year TD1 TD 2 TD3 TDb4 TD5 TD 6 TD7 State Pelt Price  Quota

1994-95 23 7 23 4 5 0 0 62 30.01

1995-96 17 8 22 6 7 0 1 61 35.95

1996-97 17 8 27 7 6 0 0 65 30.98

1997-98 15 8 41 13 7 0 0 84 20.01

1998-99 17 4 34 9 3 0 0 67

1999-00 18 9 26 8 3 0 0 64

2000-01 13 15 18 1 1 0 0 48 59.17

2001-02 28 23 39 5 1 0 0 96 47.93

2002-03 21 13 35 8 4 0 1 83 75.01 84
2003-04 19 18 33 8 2 0 0 80 90.01 84
2004-05 25 19 32 8 3 0 1 88 94.01 92
2005-06 20 22 36 8 5 0 2 93 100.01 93
2006-07 21 17 29 6 5 0 0 78 80.01 93
2007-08 24 14 17 5 2 0 1 67 40.91 95
2008-09 21 14 22 0 3 0 0 60 30.85 95
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Statewide Otter Harvest
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Figure 5. Statewide otter harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 6. Statewide trend in Otter harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Otter JuvenilefAdult Female Ratios - Trapping District Statewide
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Figure 7. Otter population parameter of juveniles per adult female ratio.
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Figure 8. Otter population parameter of age structure.
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MUSKRAT

The statewide muskrat harvest continues to remain relatively stable, with a recent peak harvest of over
20,000 animals during the 2005-06 season (Table 7) that was nearly twice the number estimated for the
previous several years. This was accompanied by higher than average pelt prices of $3.51. However, the
estimated 2008-09 harvest level of 10,699 animals was 24% below the 10-year average harvest, despite
good pelt prices (Fig. 11). Examining the trend in CPUE it appears harvest effort has generally increased,
indicating that more muskrat are being taken per unit of effort (Fig.12). Population monitoring activities for

muskrat are based completely on harvest data, with CPUE considered to be an indicator of relative

population trend, which could be considered as stable to increasing, with recent increases. The

comparison of CPUE for muskrat to the other semi-aquatic species is shown in Fig. 51.

Table 7. Muskrat harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year TD1 TD2 TD3 Tb4 TD5 TD6 D7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 1393 4905 4394 2152 925 404 83 14256 1.67
1995-96 716 4177 3271 1791 1276 181 39 11727 2.82
1996-97 2980 3992 2732 3712 1799 772 134 16121 3.83
199798 2552 3887 5043 3519 1499 2122 205 18826 1.94
1998-99 2270 2240 3495 2609 709 811 111 12243
1999-00 1643 3156 2651 3049 794 763 1191 13247
2000-01 897 6170 2905 536 2844 129 361 13842 1.71
2001-02 556 5681 3409 599 596 132 43 11070 2.07
2002-03 1427 3915 4571 952 308 156 119 11448 2.11
2003-04 869 3923 5625 864 318 45 270 11915 2.15
2004-05 2.25
2005-06 1561 4902 9862 2203 888 1217 637 21270 3.51
2006-07 1850 4821 5210 2418 1868 728 117 17014 3.21
2007-08 510 806 1188 761 522 442 146 10042 3.23
2008-09 485 1131 2037 801 567 0 0 10699 2.55
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Statewide Muskrat Harvest
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Figure 11. Statewide muskrat harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 12. Statewide trend in Muskrat harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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MINK

The statewide mink harvest continues to remain somewhat stable and within a general range of
between1,000 to 1,500 animals, with several years above or below this range since 1994-95 (Table 8).
Mink harvest is considered to be somewhat correlated to interest in muskrat trapping and this seems to be
the case during the more recent 2005-06 and 2006-07 seasons when peak muskrat harvest correlated well
with above average mink harvest levels in the 1,300 range . However, the estimated 2008-09 harvest of
655 mink statewide was 47% below the 10-year harvest average (Fig. 13), despite good pelt prices (Table
8). This was the lowest mink harvest in the last 15 years and represented declines in harvest in all trapping
districts (Fig. 13). Examining the trend in CPUE it appears harvest effort has generally stayed similar, with
changes in harvest effort due to interest in muskrat trapping, indicating that mink are being taken at about
the same rate per unit of effort (Fig.14). Population monitoring activities for muskrat are based completely
on harvest data, with CPUE considered to be an indicator of relative population trend, which could be
considered as stable, despite the low estimated harvest during the 2008-09 season. The comparison of
CPUE for mink to the other semi-aquatic species is shown in Fig. 51.

Table 8. Mink harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-009.

Year TD1 TD 2 TD3 TDb4 TD5 TD 6 TD 7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 187 215 274 234 97 121 17 1145 9.31
1995-96 140 290 111 126 128 87 34 919 9.16
1996-97 252 134 339 488 126 280 20 1638 14.48
1997-98 220 174 381 248 289 133 49 1493 9.54
1998-99 285 162 309 171 120 27 3 1078
1999-00 218 183 428 325 38 476 41 1709
2000-01 95 198 1038 103 57 15 30 1536 8.37
2001-02 111 300 307 89 61 43 32 959 10.05
2002-03 92 229 564 94 13 38 40 1071 10.51
2003-04 43 290 331 71 45 3 25 808 11.01
2004-05 2.25
2005-06 62 151 563 92 92 340 6 1306 15.01
2006-07 94 269 678 129 158 18 3 1348 12.88
2007-08 122 101 80 51 86 182 98 1018 15.22
2008-09 62 85 127 20 28 0 0 655 11.53
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Statewide Mink Harvest
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Figure 13. Statewide mink harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 14. Statewide trend in Mink harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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MARTEN

Marten are one of the five furbearers that are required to be registered and pelt tagged so that the actual
number of harvested animals is known. The statewide marten harvest continues to remain relatively stable,
with higher than average harvest levels as recently as the 2004-05 and 2007-08 seasons (Fig. 15). The
2008-09 harvest level of 844 marten was 12% below the 10-year average harvest but well within the range
of 653 to 1323 over the past 15 years. The lower harvest in 2008-09 may correspond to a similar decline of
39% in pelt prices from the previous three year period (Table 9). Examining the trend in CPUE it appears
harvest effort has decreased somewhat on a statewide basis, indicating that less marten are being taken
per unit of effort (Fig.16). Also, the distribution of the marten harvest is apparently shifting from TD 1 in
northwestern Montana to TD 3 and TD 2 in southwestern and west central Montana, respectively (Fig. 15).
Primary marten habitat in TD 1 is located almost exclusively on public land. There is speculation that
trapper access to these public lands has decreased over time from road and area closures to protect other
species.

Population monitoring for marten has consisted of analyzing harvest data and using the collection and
analysis of biological data from the harvest sample through mandatory skull turn-in from trappers. However,
marten skull collection was discontinued beginning with the 2008-09 season because of the difficulty in
reconciling individual skulls to male/female categories for age data. The statewide trend in marten using
CPUE is a stable to declining trend (Fig.16) and a comparison of marten CPUE with the other terrestrial
species is presented in Fig 52. Trend in population parameters show an above average of three juveniles
per adult female (Fig. 17), a positive age structure bias to juveniles (Fig. 18), a stable sex ratio (Fig. 19),
with a slight decrease in median age of adults and median age of total harvest at one and a half, indicating
a strong proportion of juveniles in the population (Fig. 20). Again, these parameters indicate a relatively
stable or slightly declining population on a statewide basis.

Table 9. Marten harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year D1 TD 2 TD3 TDb4 TD5 TD 6 TD 7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 868 315 131 4 5 1323 15.01
1995-96 433 167 202 0 0 802 19.17
1996-97 513 172 143 0 2 830 25.01
1997-98 403 291 192 9 5 900 17.25
1998-99 473 172 61 3 7 716
1999-00 313 183 149 1 7 653 19.33
2000-01 560 326 174 1 3 1064 19.95
2001-02 359 220 266 0 0 845 18.71
2002-03 419 241 390 3 0 1053 19.51
2003-04 459 339 259 2 3 1062 20.51
2004-05 290 374 560 3 21 1248 19.51
2005-06 280 265 370 1 36 952 45,51
2006-07 143 268 418 2 25 856 61.57
2007-08 245 446 441 0 9 1141 77.29
2008-09 170 366 282 0 26 844 37.58
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Statewide Marten Harvest
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Figure 15. Statewide marten harvest by trapping district,1994-95 to 2008-09.

CPUE - Number of Animals Harvested Per 1,000 Trap Days
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Figure 16. Statewide trend in Marten harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 17. Marten population parameter of juvenile per adult female ratio.
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Figure 18. Marten population parameter of age structure.
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Marten Sex Ratios - Trapping District Statewide
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Figure 19. Marten population parameter of sex ratio.

Marten Median Ages - Trapping District Statewide
DMedian Age of Total Harvest DMedian Age of Adult Harvest
35
30
25
(]
L
8
>_
=
o 1S
<L
10
0s
o [as] [ay] [ay] [l = = [l = [l
[ay] [ay] [ay] [ay] [} [} [} [} [} [}
- - - — (2] (2] (2] o4 [} [}
Year

Figure 20. Marten population parameter of median ages.

30



FISHER

The fisher harvest has always been managed through a one per trapper limit and quotas in trapping district
(TD) 1 and 2. Up through the 1993-94 season the quota was 10 in each TD, after which the quotas were
reduced to 5 in each TD until 1996, when the TD 1 quota was reduced to 2 animals for a statewide quota of
7 fisher (Table 10). Since the original quotas were established, these conservative adjustments have been
made that were based on harvest rates, population parameters and snow track survey data. These
changes have provided for a sustainable harvest level that is conservatively matched with the maintenance
of the current fisher population size and distribution relative to available habitats. The recent 2008-09
quota proposal used a new predictive habitat model that indicates moderate to high suitability fisher
habitats comprise approximately 6,504 mi2 in west central and northwestern Montana, with TD 2 having
over 50% more of the high suitability habitat than TD 1. A statewide female subquota was also established
for the 2008-09 season of 2 females to add an additional measure of protection for the reproductive
segment of the population to further insure harvest has no influence on statewide population status. Given
fisher distribution relative to habitat availability, fisher habitat capacity in the state appears to be correlated
with similar levels of occupancy (Vinkey 2003) and not unduly impacted by what is now a history of highly
managed harvest.

Fisher are one of the five furbearers that are required to be registered and pelt tagged so that the actual
number of harvested animals is known. The statewide fisher harvest continues to remain very stable (Fig.
21). The 2008-09 harvest level of 7fisher was within 2% of the 10-year average annual harvest level.
Under the restrictive quota system, the harvest of no more than 7animals was achieved in both 2006-07
and 2007-08 even when pelt prices more than doubled from the previous year (Table 10). Examining the
trend in CPUE it appears harvest effort has been relatively stable, indicating that the same number of fisher
are being taken per unit of effort (Fig.22).

Population monitoring of fisher consists of analyzing harvest data and using the collection and analysis of
biological data from the harvest sample through mandatory carcass turn-in from trappers. The statewide
trend in fisher using CPUE is a stable trend (Fig.22) and a comparison of fisher CPUE with the other
terrestrial species is presented in Fig 52. The ample of harvested fisher provide a small sample size, so
the population parameters are more difficult to interpret. However, the population trend from these
parameters show about 2 juveniles per adult female (Fig. 23), a mixed age structure with a good
representation of juveniles in most years (Fig. 24), a low female sex ratio in most years (Fig. 25), with a
higher than expected median age of adults and expected median age of the total harvest (Fig. 26).
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Table 10. Fisher harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year D1 TD2 TD3 TD4 TD5 TD 6 D7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 3 5 8 10
1995-96 0 2 2 10
1996-97 2 4 6 7
1997-98 1 6 7 7
1998-99 2 6 8 7
1999-00 0 5 5 7
2000-01 0 7 7 28.62 7
2001-02 2 5 7 25.12 7
2002-03 2 5 7 25.01 7
2003-04 2 6 8 28.11 7
2004-05 0 7 7 28.25 7
2005-06 3 6 9 35.01 7
2006-07 2 5 7 74.31 7
2007-08 1 5 6 87.51 7
2008-09 1 6 7 42.83 7
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Figure 21. Statewide fisher harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 22. Statewide trend in Fisher harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 23. Fisher population parameters of juvenile per adult female ratio.
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Fisher Age Structure - Trapping District Statewide
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Figure 24. Fisher population parameters of age structure.

Fisher Sex Ratios - Trapping District Statewide

D% Adult Females of Adult Harwvest D% &l Females of Total Harvest
100
an
a0
Fit|
&0
50
40

a0

Percent of Females 06/11/09

20

10

1996
1997
1993
2000
2001
2002
2003
2005
2006

Year

Figure 25. Fisher population parameters of sex ratio.
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Fisher Median Ages - Trapping District Statewide
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Figure 26. Fisher population parameter of median ages.

WOLVERINE

Since wolverines were first classified as a state furbearer in the late 1970s, harvest was regulated by a one
wolverine per trapper limit. Wolverines were considered recovered in Montana from a low point in the
1930s and now occupied the western third of the state. A study in the mid-1970s found that wolverine were
at relatively high densities in the South Fork of the Flathead River drainage. Harvest during the past 30
years was considered stable and somewhat self-regulating with an average of 10.5 wolverine taken
annually (range 2 - 22 per year) during the period. However, recent research on the species has provided
new information regarding wolverine ecology, better defined wolverine habitat, examined genetic
relationships, survival, and landscape connectivity. FWP’s furbearer program has provided funds and
logistical support to these studies. Inman et al. (2007) used research results from the Greater Yellowstone
Ecosystem to develop a habitat model for Montana with corresponding population numbers and estimated
sustainable harvest rates. Although the Inman population estimate is considered low based on research
findings by Copeland et al. (2008) in Glacier National Park, wolverine harvest was considered sustainable
at a more regulated level. Therefore, FWP changed trapping regulations to reflect emerging information for
the 2004 season instituting 3 wolverine management units (WMU) and assigning quotas to each which
reflected the current harvest level of 12 animals. Additional data from the ongoing wolverine research
suggested more conservative quota levels were appropriate, so for the 2007 season quotas were adjusted
to associate higher quota levels with the two large ecosystems in the state (Northern Continental
Divide/WMU 1 and Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem/ WMU 3) and recognize the lower population size in
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insular mountain ranges in the central portion with a reduced quota level (WMU 2). Further analysis tied to
genetic make-up of the Montana wolverine population, the issue of maintaining population connectivity, and
recognizing the core population areas of three major ecosystems (now including central Idaho wilderness
area) led to additional regulation changes in 2008. These adjustments included delineating four WMU’s
with the three major ecosystems having reduced quotas for a statewide total of 5 animals and a central
Montana WMU with a quota of 0 to promote population connectivity between the three major ecosystems in
the state where harvest is allowed. Managing the WMU/quota system has maintained biologically sound
harvest opportunity that does not jeopardize conservation of the species.

Wolverine are one of five furbearers that are required to be registered and pelt tagged so that the actual
number of harvested animals is known (Table 11). The statewide wolverine harvest continues to remain
stable (Fig. 27). Conservative quotas during the 2008-09 season were reflected in the harvest of
4wolverine which was 61% below the 10-year average harvest. This restrictive quota system has achieved
the management goal of redistributing and lowering the wolverine harvest in the state. Harvest of wolverine
is considered independent of pelt prices (Table 10). Examining the trend in CPUE it appears harvest effort
has been relatively stable to more recently declining on a statewide basis, indicating that less wolverine are
being taken per unit of effort (Fig.28).

Population monitoring for wolverine consists of analyzing harvest data and using the collection and
analysis of biological data from the harvest sample through mandatory carcass turn-in from trappers. The
statewide trend in wolverine using CPUE is a stable to declining trend (Fig.28) and a comparison of
wolverine CPUE with the other terrestrial species is presented in Fig 52. The harvest sample of wolverine
provides a small sample size, so population parameters are more difficult to interpret. However, trend in
population parameters show about .5juveniles per adult female (Fig. 29), a mixed age structure with a
continuous representation of juveniles (Fig. 30), about a 50% female sex ratio (Fig. 31), with a median age
of adults higher than the median age of the total harvest (Fig. 32).

Table 11. Wolverine harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year TD1 TD2 TD3 Tb4 TD5 TD6 TD7 State Pelt Price Quota

1994-95 2 1 5 1 0 9

1995-96 5 2 4 1 0 12 200.01

1996-97 6 0 3 2 1 12

1997-98 1 5 6 3 0 15

1998-99 0 2 2 5 0 9

1999-00 0 0 3 1 0 4

2000-01 1 6 4 2 0 14 212.94

2001-02 1 0 9 0 0 10 225.01

2002-03 2 2 8 2 1 15 225.01

2003-04 1 2 3 2 2 10 275.01

2004-05 3 1 6 1 0 11 275.01 12
2005-06 0 4 4 2 1 11 300.01 12
2006-07 2 0 5 2 0 9 217.85 12
2007-08 2 1 5 1 0 9 280.35 10
2008-09 2 0 0 2 0 4 254.67 5
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Figure 27. Statewide wolverine harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

CPUE - Number of Animals Harvested Per 1,000 Trap Days

—— -Wolverine

1995-96  1996-97  1997-98  1998-99  1999-00  2000-01  2001-02  2002-03 ~ 2003-04  2005-06  2006-07  2007-08

Figure 28. Statewide trend in Wolverine harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 29. Wolverine population parameter of juvenile per adult female ratio.
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Figure 30. Wolverine population parameter of age structure.
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Wolverine Sex Ratios - Trapping District Statewide
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Figure 31. Wolverine population parameter of sex ratio.
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Figure 32. Wolverine population parameter of median ages.
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BOBCAT

Bobcats are one of five furbearers that are required to be registered and pelt tagged so that the actual
number of harvested animals is known (Table 12). The bobcat harvest has been managed through
trapping district (TD) quotas with changes in trapper limits or removal of trapper limits in some districts. In
the late 1990s trapper limits were increased in response to low trapper interest in bobcats because of
relatively low pelt prices (Table 12) and later removed in the eastern districts (TD 4 — 7). Trapper limits
were retained in the western three TDs (TD 1-3) but have varied in limit number depending on trapper
interest to distribute harvest more equitable. Bobcat quotas have been used as a management tool to
maintain healthy bobcat populations while providing more opportunity and flexibility to harvest bobcat by
the trapping community. As bobcat populations have increased along with trapper interest, TD quotas have
increased proportionately. The statewide total quota has increased from 1,415 in 1994-95 to 2,480 in
2008-09 (Table 12) while the harvest has increased from 1,052 in 1994-95 to 2,428 in 2008-09 (Fig. 33).
Pelt prices jumped dramatically beginning with the 2003-04 season, and continuing through 2008-09 (Table
12).  Examining the trend in CPUE it appears harvest effort has been stable to slightly declining, indicating
that fewer bobcat are being taken per unit of effort (Fig.34).

The statewide trend in bobcat using CPUE is declining slightly (Fig.34) and a comparison of bobcat CPUE
with the other terrestrial species is presented in Fig 52. Population monitoring for bobcat consists of
analyzing harvest data and the collection and analysis of biological data from the harvest sample through
mandatory skull turn-in from trappers. Trend in population parameters show a recent decline in juveniles
per adult female (Fig. 35), an increasingly older age structure (Fig. 36), less than a 50% female sex ratio
(Fig. 37), and a drop in median age of the total harvest (Fig. 38). Again, these parameters indicate a
stable to more recently declining population trend on a statewide basis.

Table 12. Bobcat harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year TD 1 TD 2 TD 3 TD 4 TD5 TD 6 TD7 State Pelt Price Quota

1994-95 148 117 121 145 157 75 289 1052 81.75 1415
1995-96 169 113 105 105 109 12 149 762 75.42 1440
1996-97 166 108 133 174 165 45 250 1041 124.05 1440
1997-98 167 158 139 163 191 40 348 1206 95.25 1490
1998-99 173 159 134 133 197 68 229 1093 85.51 1490
1999-00 199 170 145 184 212 91 410 1411 98.67 1510
2000-01 222 168 128 173 230 86 391 1398 106.05 1630
2001-02 244 178 173 177 267 121 542 1702 135.25 1730
2002-03 201 146 199 193 315 135 597 1786 203.01 1805
2003-04 210 182 229 211 356 88 507 1783 280.25 1880
2004-05 225 172 218 312 424 135 628 2114 325.01 2030
2005-06 230 158 291 287 392 122 721 2201 345.01 2255
2006-07 243 177 294 320 426 91 677 2228 257.33 2255
2007-08 264 182 314 316 489 100 724 2389 449.45 2355
2008-09 258 184 292 298 503 71 822 2428 281.35 2480
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Figure 33. Statewide bobcat harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 34. Statewide trend on Bobcat harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 35. Bobcat population parameter of juvenile per adult female ratio.
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Figure 36. Bobcat population parameter of age structure.
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Figure 37. Bobcat population parameter of sex ratio.
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Figure 38. Bobcat population parameter of median ages.
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WEASEL

The statewide weasel harvest continues to remain relatively stable, although generally at a lower level
during the past decade within a range of 200 to 500 animals with some years below or above this level
(Table 13). The majority of weasel taken over most years is in northwestern Montana’s trapping district
(TD) 1 (Fig. 39). The estimated 2008-09 statewide harvest of 175 animals was 45% below the 10-year
average harvest, despite higher pelt prices (Table 13). Despite the low harvest, average pelt prices offered
for 2008-09 were the third highest during the last decade. Examining the trend in CPUE it appears harvest
effort has generally decreased, indicating that fewer weasel are being taken per unit of effort (Fig.40).
Population monitoring activities for weasel are based completely on harvest data, with CPUE considered to
be an indicator of relative population trend, which could be considered stable to declining. The comparison
of CPUE for weasel to the other classified predator species is shown in Fig. 53.

Table 13. Weasel harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-009.

Year D1 TD2 TD3 TD4 TD5 TD 6 TD 7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 286 222 161 109 5 19 0 802 2.66
1995-96 264 53 24 0 2 0 0 343 1.75
1996-97 217 16 154 618 8 4 79 1094 1.83
199798 123 54 153 56 0 0 0 386 1.01
1998-99 144 48 9 42 3 0 0 246
1999-00 211 86 24 155 0 0 3 480
2000-01 87 11 19 42 0 0 8 167 151
2001-02 75 7 14 4 0 0 0 100 2.01
2002-03 248 124 32 0 0 0 0 405 3.01
2003-04 88 164 51 13 3 0 3 321 3.01
2004-05 3.01
2005-06 118 77 9 27 12 0 0 243 3.01
2006-07 213 161 79 35 12 0 3 503 4.96
2007-08 185 45 21 12 3 0 0 310 5.69
2008-09 45 76 6 0 0 0 0 175 4.02
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Figure 39. Statewide weasel harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 40. Statewide trend in Weasel harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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SKUNK

The statewide skunk harvest continues to remain stable, and within a general range of 1,000 to 3,000
animals with some years below or above this level (Table 14). The majority of weasel taken over most
years is in the southern half of Montana in trapping district (TD) 3, 5 and 7 (Fig. 41). The estimated 2008-
09 statewide harvest of 1,845 animals was 14% below the 10-year average harvest, despite average pelt
prices (Table 14). Despite a lower harvest than the previous several years, average pelt prices offered for
2008-09 were only 16% of the average over the last decade. Examining the trend in CPUE it appears
harvest effort has decreased, indicating that fewer skunk are being taken per unit of effort (Fig.42).
Population monitoring activities for weasel are based completely on harvest data, with CPUE considered to
be an indicator of relative population trend, which could be considered to be declining. The comparison of
CPUE for skunk to the other classified predator species is shown in Fig. 53.

Table 14. Skunk harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year TD1 TD2 TD3 Tb4 TD5 TD6 D7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 69 194 336 222 532 579 1287 3219 3.41
1995-96 75 198 167 89 401 162 619 1784 6.15
1996-97 142 169 638 260 705 539 929 3382 3.86
199798 102 138 573 394 445 281 749 2682 2.85
1998-99 84 246 345 342 306 15 228 1567
1999-00 7 90 238 780 1015 0 632 2762
2000-01 72 213 445 175 361 163 141 1570 3.73
2001-02 46 182 578 442 71 150 146 1616 5.01
2002-03 40 224 421 248 154 100 235 1422 7.01
2003-04 167 177 616 397 493 937 210 2996 5.51
2004-05 7.01
2005-06 195 145 652 492 252 296 293 2325 6.51
2006-07 99 187 251 503 477 44 371 1933 4.04
2007-08 27 209 161 442 152 510 471 2599 5.27
2008-09 48 113 180 361 643 0 299 1845 4.02
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Figure 41. Statewide skunk harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 42. Statewide trend in Skunk harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.

47




COYOTE

The statewide coyote harvest continues to remain relatively stable, and within a general range of 6,000 to
10,000 animals with some years below or above this level (Table 15). The majority of coyote taken over
most years is in northern Montana’s trapping district (TD) 4 and 6 (Fig. 43). The estimated 2008-09
statewide harvest of 6,969 animals was 30% below the 10-year average harvest, despite a better than
average pelt price of $30.71 (Table 15). Despite the lower harvest, average pelt prices offered for 2008-09
were the fourth highest since 1994-95. Examining the trend in CPUE it appears harvest effort has
generally decreased, indicating that fewer coyote are being taken per unit of effort (Fig.40). Population
monitoring activities for coyote are based completely on harvest data, with CPUE considered to be an
indicator of relative population trend, which could be considered stable to declining. The comparison of
CPUE for coyote to the other classified predator species is shown in Fig. 53.

Table 15. Coyote harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year D1 TD 2 TD3 TD4 TD5 TD 6 TD 7 State Pelt Price  Quota

1994-95 284 851 1774 2112 1227 788 3034 10079 20.61
1995-96 312 728 991 1216 1197 389 624 5495 19.46
1996-97 189 1193 1594 2953 1445 925 1055 9354 24.68
1997-98 524 1424 2163 2496 1493 821 1588 10510 17.15
1998-99 267 874 1387 1486 688 453 904 6059

1999-00 514 798 1429 3142 1526 1060 2651 11134 22.06
2000-01 167 593 1483 1836 1563 559 2988 9303 18.93
2001-02 114 745 2086 2211 774 1783 2004 9726 23.71
2002-03 175 971 1452 1357 567 3386 2817 10725 30.71
2003-04 306 1046 2311 3198 1485 1632 2309 12286 28.51
2004-05 30.71
2005-06 278 823 1291 1650 569 2431 2346 9412 38.51
2006-07 433 789 1485 2269 1058 2713 2137 10886 43.36
2007-08 197 546 1200 1716 451 2286 1946 9723 37.91
2008-09 387 437 494 1453 494 827 1780 6969 30.71
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Figure 43. Statewide coyote harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 44. Statewide trend in Coyote harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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RED FOX

The statewide fox harvest has continued to decrease, from within a range of 4,000 to 6,000 animals to an
estimated 2,000 to 3,000 fox (Table 17). The majority of fox taken over most years is across all trapping
districts (TD) except TD 1 (Fig. 45). The estimated 2008-09 statewide harvest of 1,695 animals was 39%
below the 10-year average harvest, despite relatively good pelt prices (Table 16). The 2008-09 fox harvest
was the lowest estimated harvest over the past 15 year report period. Examining the trend in CPUE it
appears harvest effort has generally decreased, indicating that fewer fox are being taken per unit of effort
(Fig.46). Population monitoring activities for fox are based completely on harvest data, with CPUE
considered to be an indicator of relative population trend, which could be considered declining. The
comparison of CPUE for fox to the other unclassified nongame species is shown in Fig. 54.

Table 16. Fox harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year TD1 TD 2 TD3 TDb4 TD5 TD 6 TD 7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 19 284 1133 738 2039 691 1963 6872 15.33
1995-96 73 280 498 411 1267 181 790 3573 18.58
1996-97 87 402 898 1795 909 677 996 5764 17.74
1997-98 54 355 1327 795 898 307 1074 4810 12.72
1998-99 27 210 321 495 438 129 534 2156
1999-00 10 414 701 842 483 494 684 3629
2000-01 19 243 521 608 293 270 240 2201 16.24
2001-02 7 478 770 735 364 435 285 3074 22.65
2002-03 8 483 523 380 216 364 577 2552 24.01
2003-04 23 465 434 523 296 68 248 2056 20.01
2004-05 21.51
2005-06 38 358 178 509 145 569 670 2473 25.01
2006-07 55 380 465 409 441 757 655 3164 20.84
2007-08 45 164 248 266 227 155 277 1862 22.49
2008-09 20 234 130 367 265 56 299 1695 21.59
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Figure 45. Statewide fox harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 46. Statewide trend in Fox harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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RACCOON

The statewide raccoon harvest continues to remain relatively stable, and within a general range of 4,000 to
5,000 animals with some years above this level (Table 17). The majority of raccoon taken over most years
is in southern Montana’s trapping districts (TD) 3, 5 and to a lesser degree 7 (Fig. 47). The estimated
2008-09 statewide harvest of 4,052 animals was 19% below the 10-year average harvest, despite a better
than average pelt price of $17.86(Table 17). Despite the lowest harvest level in the past 15 year report
period, average pelt prices offered for 2008-09 were the fourth highest since 1994-95. Examining the trend
in CPUE it appears harvest effort has decreased, indicating that fewer raccoon are being taken per unit of
effort (Fig.40). Population monitoring activities for raccoon are based completely on harvest data, with
CPUE considered to be an indicator of relative population trend, which could be considered as declining.
The comparison of CPUE for raccoon to the other unclassified nongame species is shown in Fig. 54.

Table 17. Raccoon harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-009.

Year TD1 TD 2 TD3 Tb4 TD5 TD6 TD7 State Pelt Price  Quota

1994-95 64 220 627 520 1724 272 965 4392 9.31
1995-96 41 111 205 728 2335 471 795 4687 10.97
1996-97 220 189 1012 1807 3547 976 1465 9216 15.26
1997-98 61 338 1146 1422 2363 706 921 6956 14.67
1998-99 144 198 871 736 1855 129 267 4200

1999-00 69 200 977 908 1661 394 735 4944

2000-01 11 205 1057 342 2091 281 399 4387 10.02
2001-02 29 307 1484 485 1337 289 1273 5203 19.31
2002-03 62 283 939 410 1160 380 1427 4662 11.01
2003-04 78 258 1008 371 1869 904 1447 5936 11.51
2004-05 11.01
2005-06 121 154 1146 524 1125 500 814 4540 11.51
2006-07 108 240 889 532 1517 266 816 4368 22.05
2007-08 60 161 421 555 1277 358 651 4506 33.22
2008-09 39 99 711 717 1343 70 307 4052 17.86
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Figure 47. Statewide raccoon harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 48. Statewide trend in Raccoon harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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BADGER

The statewide badger harvest has continued to remain relatively stable with several years of peak harvest
levels, and within a general range of 600 to1,000 animals with some years below and above this level
(Table 18). The majority of badger taken over most years is in north central and southeastern Montana’s
trapping districts (TD) 4 and 7 (Fig. 49). The estimated 2008-09 statewide harvest of 643 animals was 34%
below the 10-year average harvest, despite a better than average pelt price of $24.81(Table 18). This low
harvest follows several years of higher than average harvest levels that corresponded to high pelt prices.
Examining the trend in CPUE it appears harvest effort has decreased somewhat, indicating that less
badger are being taken per unit of effort (Fig.40). Population monitoring activities for badger are based
completely on harvest data, with CPUE considered to be an indicator of relative population trend, which
could be considered as stable to slightly declining. The comparison of CPUE for badger to the other
unclassified nongame species is shown in Fig. 54.

Table 18. Badger harvest, pelt price, and harvest quota if applicable, 1994-95 to 2008-09.

Year TD1 TD2 TD3 Tb4 TD5 TD6 D7 State Pelt Price  Quota
1994-95 12 17 114 289 26 135 338 931 11.87
1995-96 2 2 85 280 29 5 85 491 10.01
1996-97 4 4 102 1260 24 157 268 1819 11.19
1997-98 0 5 174 563 38 146 146 1071 11.73
1998-99 0 3 51 87 9 42 69 261
1999-00 7 3 166 400 21 41 352 991
2000-01 8 15 114 209 30 84 38 498 15.98
2001-02 4 4 160 360 57 82 75 742 18.51
2002-03 13 24 229 378 27 116 224 1012 21.51
2003-04 8 20 361 765 336 66 232 1788 23.01
2004-05 23.51
2005-06 3 39 187 394 122 113 308 1166 27.51
2006-07 0 32 269 178 190 324 336 1330 27.57
2007-08 3 27 72 173 54 95 286 871 42.61
2008-09 0 6 42 51 25 0 169 643 24.81
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Figure 49. Statewide badger harvest by trapping district, 1994-95 to 2008-09.
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Figure 50. Statewide trend in Badger harvest from CPUE, 1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 51. Statewide harvest trend comparison of species group from CPUE,
1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 52. Statewide harvest trend comparison of species group from CPUE, 1995-
96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 53. Statewide harvest trend comparison of species group from CPUE,

1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Figure 54. Statewide harvest trend comparison of species group from CPUE,

1995-96 to 2007-08.
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Table 19. Statewide furbearer snow track survey results, NW & SW Montana (TD 1-4).

Year 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04 | 2004-05 | 2005-06 | 2006-07 | 2007-08 | 2008-09
Routes 30 30 27 29 29 23 26 22 24 25
Replicates 1-3 1-3 1-3 1-3 1-3 1-3 1-3 1-3 1-3 1-3
Miles 12327 [ 1,260.0 [ 1,042.9 966.7 922.9 544.6 7185 637.4 746.6 689.1
Hares 10,183 15,897 | 13,164 | 11,716 | 10,694 5,519 8,815 7,188 6,581 6,209
Squirrels 3,478 4,380 3,142 3,462 6,496 2,548 2,355 2,360 1,970 2,802
Marten 557 777 696 363 556 173 246 262 258 305
Fisher 11 10 6 0 3 3 1 0 17 13
Wolverine 45 19 49 15 54 5 21 22 16 21
Lynx 115 313 237 321 287 98 204 223 264 100
Bobcat 96 80 58 118 49 95 89 77 49 86
Lion 10 12 10 31 14 13 34 14 44 31
Weasel 1,156 1,019 895 924 754 508 615 600 794 353
Coyote 1,290 1,059 1,165 1,007 914 895 961 820 410 760
Table 20. Statewide species track detection rates (tracks/100 miles), NW & SW Montana (TD 1-4).
Year 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04 | 2004-05 | 2005-06 | 2006-07 | 2007-08 | 2008-09
Hares 8442 | 12616 | 12622 | 12119 | 1,158.7 | 10134 | 1,2268 | 1,127.7 881.5 901.0
Squirrels 288.3 4111 301.3 358.1 703.8 467.8 327.7 370.2 263.8 406.6
Marten 45.2 61.7 66.7 375 60.2 317 34.2 411 345 44.2
Fisher 0.9 0.8 0.6 0.0 0.3 0.5 0.1 0.0 2.3 1.8
Wolverine 3.6 15 47 1.5 5.8 0.9 2.9 34 2.1 3.0
Lynx 9.3 24.8 22.7 33.2 311 18.0 28.4 34.9 35.3 14.5
Bobcat 7.8 6.3 5.5 12.2 5.3 17.4 12.4 121 6.5 12.4
Lion 0.8 0.9 0.9 3.2 1.5 2.4 4.7 2.2 5.9 4.5
Weasel 93.8 95.6 85.8 95.5 81.7 93.2 85.6 94.1 54.9 51.2
Coyote 104.6 84.0 111.7 104.1 99.0 164.3 133.7 128.6 106.3 110.2
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Figure 55. Statewide (TD’s 1-4) species track detection rates (tracks/100
miles), 1990-91 to 2008-09.
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Figure 56. Statewide (TD’s 1-4) species track detection rates (tracks/100 miles),
1990-91 to 2008-09.
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Figure 57. Statewide (TD’s 1-4) species track detection rates (tracks/100 miles),
1990-91 to 2008-09.
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Figure 58. Statewide (TD’s 1-4) species track detection rates (tracks/100 miles),
1990-91 to 2008-09.
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Attachments

A. 2008 Furbearer Regulations.

FURBEARERS

Montana Trapping and Hunting Regulations

Apply for General Licenses, Special Licenses, and SuperTags Online: fwp.mt.gov
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Thess seas0ns ane adopied under the grantad io the Fish, Wildife
& Parks Commitssion per MCA B7-1-301 and are vaild July 1, 2003
June 30, 2010, The 2005 and 2000 ses0n requiaions wese adopied by e
WMt Fish, Wiidife & Parks Comemission on August 5, 2008, and the

quoltas were adopted on August 5, 2008, M. el Hagenes, FWP Direcin
What's New and Reminders
‘What's New —

- mmmmmmm.mm
+ Public [and trallnead sethack. See page 3.
+ Trap restrichons In portions of Trapping Disticts 1 and 2. See pages
6 7ands.
Remindars —

+ Punchase Online your general trapping, humting andior fishing
license.
» BobcatWWoiverne valdation deadiine ks November 30, 2008,

License Requirements

The folleaing licenses, except the Landowner Trapper and Fur Dealer
lcenses, are avallable at Fish, Wildife & Parks offices and most FIWP

license hout the state. The cument trapper kcense
Is valld 5111-1 mﬂimaﬂ mmmmﬁwzﬁm
Conservation  |Required Prerequisie Eﬁleﬂjerl

10 Nonresigend
fseneral Trapper, [avalabie to resident =o
Fesiant

senvation Icense hokders

12 years of age o slder.
Ine o purchass lioansa;

ebruary 28, 2009,

valiabie i resident Fres
senvation Icsnss
& throwgh 11 years
age. Only valld for mink
d muskrat. Deadine

Trapped,

F1

F250

|33
Eenation
12 years of age or older.
Ine to punchase lieanse:
enuary 28, 2009,
Fur Dealer oty thmugh Fwe 10 Reslgent
a Headquarters, Law  [510 Agent
Divislon. * Monresklent

" Honresident fur dealer license cost s the same cost as a
Fresident fur dealer Bcense In e home staie of the applicant.

Bobcat and Wolvering Licanss Requirements — Bobcat and wolvering
nm-heumuwhymsmthappemurmmm purchase a trapper
lcense no later than Movember 300

Licansa rement — Alicense s not
Fmgt mm“m b take
mngarneum
Resident Hound Tralning Licenss (RHTL) — Entities license holder fo
uSE 3 dog or dogs 4o ald In pursuing mountain llons and bobcats during e
mmmmmz-mmmmmpﬂm
MCA 87-2-521. Ina district 202 (Z22-02), the training
saason Is January 1- mﬂ person may not kil a moundon llon
or bobeat with a RHTL.

Furbearsre — animals are legally d=fined 35 beaver, ober,
muskrat, mink, marten, fisher, wolverneg, bobeat, lyna and swift fo. DHLY
MONTANA RESIDENTS MAY HUNT OR TRAP FURBEARERS, LICEMSE
REQLIRED.

Predaiors — animals are legally defined 35 coyole, weased, skunk
mmmﬁmﬁmﬂ} LICENSE REQUIRED FOR NONRESIDENT
TRAPPERS

Hongame Wlldis — Any wilkd animal nat atherwise legally classified
by stafute or reguiation In Mortana of widife are
badger, mecoon and red for. LICEMSE REQ) RED F O NONRESIDENT
TRAPPERS ONLY.

Fur Daalar— Any of corporation
I OF ConOuing oy o 1 pa e Duaneee of buying or seking, Bading
or dealing within the Staba of Montana, In the skins or peits of any ankmal
o animas, designated by M [aws of Montana a5 furbearing of

animals. I such ur dealer resldes In of Ifhls principal place of business
withiln the state of Montana, he shall be deamad a resioant fur dealer. Al
othar fur dealars should be deemed nonresident fr dealers.

Ground Sat — Any frap onginaly st i or on the land (5o, rook, ete).
This Includes any traps elevated Iess than 43 Inches above the natural
ground or Gnow evel.

‘waisr Sat —Any trap onginally set In or on any body of water. This shall
Incduds raps on Aoats In the wabar and those that are g2 with 2 minimum
af one-third of the The term water st ] set
MWMIWM In the: waber at bank ﬁ'ﬁlsshﬂl
nod apply to temporarily standing waber resulting from any cause, suoh 35
raimfall, Snow, runo of fooding.

other Sate — Includes any 21 nod defined a5 a ground or waler set,
Inciuding wittout limitation, slevated sats onginally s2t 48 Inches or more
abaove natural ground or snow kevel.

o | Trapping Regulati
m@mmnmdmmmm
Checiking and Plac — Traps should be checkad ai keast once
every 46 It I5 The frappers responsibilty o check hisher raps
reguiarty. Fallure topick up fraps or snares at the end of the trapping season

or aitending thesm In 3 manner that wasie furbeanng animals constilnes a
misdemeanor per MCA 57-3-306.

Landowner Permisslon — Resident trappars and huntars must obdain
penmission of the [andowner, lassee of their agent before Fapping o
on pivate @Eno. 1t |5 unlawfl i set SNanes on private progery
Iancowner permission per MCA B7-3-107.
Honresients must oitakn wiittien permission from e landowner, lessee
or thelr agent before trapping of snaring predatory animals and nongame
wiigiife on private property per MCA B7-2-604.
identification — Metl kentificalion tags must be tastened o all raps
Enares per MCA 57-3-504. Metal thgs milks baar the name and atdress
of the Frappar or 3 parsonal kentification numbes, whilkch s the Fappers date
of birth and AL S numbar.
Tags shoukd be attached to tha end of the Enare, ehaln of other anchonng
material at the end farthest from the portion of the device which holds ha
animal.

Landowners who trap on their own lands and imigation right-of-way
configuous fo thelr land do not need to tag traps or snares.

Exposed Carcass or Balt— Mo frap or snare may be setwithin 30 feet of
an axposed Carcass of balt which i visibee from above. EXposed carsss
or bak s defined as the meat or viscera of 3 mamimal, bird or fish, or any
past thereof that Is more than one pound In welght. Bleached bones are
axciuded.

fior resident
animais and

2 Tum In Poachers — Enough ks Enought Call: 1-S00-TIP-MONT (1-B00-B47T-E565)
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Snares — All ENarss are required to be egquipped with 3 breakaway ok

device designed o ralease when not more than 350 fbs of fofce 15

gleﬂ. Breakaway snares must be fastened to an Immovable object
iy secured to the ground. The use of drags ks profibited. Relaxing

EManes are allowad.

Znares must b2 521 In 3 manner and 3t 3 tme &0 35 ROt i dul

Ivastock. A rapper who Injures IVEStock In @ snare Is labie

and this constitutes a misdemeanor.

Dizturbing Traps or Trapped Anlmals — It ks uniawiul to destroy, disburo
of reMovVe any trap, snare of trapped wildife belonging io 3 trapper
wetthout of the owner of the trap or snare, except Mat from
Ma_nml:luu:nenamm remove any enare from owned o
leased land If such snare could Ivesioek per MCA. B7-3-507.

Hon-Tangst Species — Trapping of snarng of non-target specles could
constiute 3 viskation of state law per MCA 57-3-101. Protected birds of
mammals found In fraps, uninjured shall be relased on SRe. TREPDETS
that accidentally frap of snare profecied animals that cannot ba reieased
uninjurad must Immed a Fish, Widife & Parks

m lal!ﬂlml‘gl designated Parks
animal.

Recordad or Electronic Dewvices — It |5 uniawiul to use any
slectrhcaly ified bird or animal calis, sounds of iImiations of bind or
animal calls or sounds bo 355k In the hunting, taking, KilEng or capturing
of ay wikdife axcept predafony animals per MCA B7-3-108.
Export—When transporting game, furbearnsrs or fish between Montana and
mmmmum:mmﬂ must

a USFWS declaralon form and Inspeciion. Contact the Wilkdile
mu&mammmmmmmm
Falls Imemational Alrport, 2500 Terminal Drive, Sulte 105, Great Falls MT
59404 or phone 406-453-5790 or fax 406-253-3657.

State Schood Trust Land — A resident Conservation License allows
huniers, anglers and trappers access to all legaly accessible State schonl
frust lands. wlmwnmmmamm
Recreational Use License [SRUL) from the Montana Department of

chmmnmmmmmmm
school inust lands. Trapping may be resinicted ip those siabe schood trust
mmsnu_ For further information on how o obiain
a SRUL, contact one of the folowing DNRC ofices. The deadline i apply

Tora ZRUL ks Septembar 30.

recorded of

DHNRGC Heaoquaniers Horheastem Land Office
Trust Land Management Division UEDA Bullding, 513 NE. Main
PO Bow 201604 Lewistown, MT 53457
Helena, MT 55620 406-538-T789
A06E-444-1368
Southem Land Cffice
Morthwesiem Land OfMice ,l.]'pm't Industrial Park
Z250 Highway 53 Modth Bllings MT 52101
Kalkspedl MT 52301 ADG-247-2400
A06-751-2240
Southwestem Land OMce Eral MH'IL(;?;'ET
1301 27 Avenue Miles City MT 53301
Missoula MT 553801 ADE-232-2034
406-542-4200
Central Land Cfice e
B0 M Montana Avenus
Helena MT 58601 Glasgow MT 55230
A06-228-24 300
ANE-444-3533

5tate Game Preserves, FWP Wildiife Management Areas (WMAL FWP
Flzhing Access :sln{Fﬂ.spuIlFam— Msﬂegare FTEGETVES are

ﬁ'mmm.um puskacl 04 are choged hpmnam tni':mgne

foillowing e end of the general deen'slk s=ason or Decamber 1, mm
I5 later, to May 15 each year, as posted (The Biackfoot-Clearwater
WA closes Navember 10). on Fish, Widifz & Parks lands
which Includas WA, FAS, and rks iy be allowed by writen
authorzation of the ar=a manager of a department for kand nat
naving a Creek Part Is io anl
n-_rng nmmﬁnmm B " eRIng oy

Montana Siream Access Law — Tm;lalmesmtqapl_rmtﬁ‘mhgu

ane Ired to obiain Trom the [andowner
mmmmmm streams and fivers between the low and high
waber marks.

Tribal Lands — Tribal governments may have adopted ta uiations
MHMMMWMWHWMEM I:Ir% pReTs
should be aware that irbal may dHTer from the staiewide frapping

regulations adopied by the Flsh, Wildife & Parks Commission. Moniana

fribal cumently offer no Iﬁmpl'lgpﬂ'rl‘ﬁ to nonmemibers.
mmﬁnaﬂummnwe not baen resolved.

Flsh, Wikdlifiz & Parks will not provide CITES or stabs peit tags for furbearers
taken from Tribal or indian Triest lands on resarvations. Furbearers lagally
taken under state with 3 Montana Frapging llcense, oaring
an open season, from deated Tee” Ends wilin the exderior boundary
of a resenvation may b= tagged by a designated Fish, Wildife & Parks

Closures — All Nalional Parks, Nafonal Wildife Refuges and Indlan Trust

or Tribal Trust lands are ciosed o i3 as otherwise specified.
Fummatnupemunpmmmmmm

jocal refuge manager.
Litiering — A parson convicted of ldering while huniing, trapping, fishing
or camging shall forfeit their lzense or privileges to hunt, trap, fish or camp
within Montana for a pesiod of one year.

Hunier Education — All persons bom after January 1, 1985, ane required

i provide proof of compietion of 3 Montana Hunter Satety and Education
Course of @ hunter safety cowrse In any other state or province prior o
appiying for or purchasing a hunting license.

Monitana Irapper Education
Resident trappers are encouraged to participate in
the voluntary frapper education program in your area

jor the annual Youth Trapper Camp. Contact an FVWP|
regional office for more information.

Furbearer Regulations

Taking of furbearers during the open season by any means other than
frapping or snaring is prohibied, wiless olhersise stEied.
Hunl — Bobcat and wolverine are te only animais defined
animals Mat may be taken by huting per MCA 57-2-601.
hours are one-hail hour before sunise to one-hall hour afer sunset.
m—mﬂ be used to take bobeat per MCA 57-3-124, but no othar
law a5 furbeaning animals. Dogs may be used bo hunt
or chase bobcats within prescibed hunting hours and seasons.
Harvest Data — Trappers and huniers ane required bo personally
provide harves! registration data for bobcat, otter, marten, fisher and
woilvaring at the Sme the pell ks presented to 3 designated Fish, Wik &
Parks employes for tagging.
Return to K Sie —As a condition of hunting and trapping In Montana,
PersOns May be required to retum to the Kl sie or trap sHe IT requested to
oo 50 by 3 FWP erployes.
Inapaction — Furoearers taken must be shown to FWP enforcement for
Inspeciion when requesied per MCA 57-1-502.
Closures — In Trapping District 2 e Blue Mountain and Pattes
Recraation Areas, and the Ratiesnake Maflonal Recreation Area

portion exciuding the Ratiesnake
mhmhemﬁg’mg Fof Information or maps of these Specal
Recreation Areas, contact the local US Forest Senice Oflce.

Ground Sets Along Public Roaos and Highways — Ground sets
7x7 Inches and body-gripping aps and snaEres are prohiied
e ight of way of county mads, 5t and fetersl and Interstates.

biicroac with no dsfined right of way hen hece ground sets are
mnm:wymm'mrg g

Jaw spread sizes of common conlbear raps:

110 - 4.5 Inches 220 - 7 Inches
1210 - 4.5 Inches 280 - & Inches
1&4 - & Inches 330 - 10 Inches

Pubdic Land Ground Sste — On publicfederal and state senool rust 1ands,
ground sats using 7 ¥ 7 Inch and lamar body-gripping must have e
recessad 3 Minimum of S2ven {7} Inches In wood, plastic and metl
res of cubly that prowice an opaning of 52 square Inches of less.
F'ulk:Ll'ltl Roads and Tralks — On pubilc faderal and state school st

mu.lﬂng 2 50-fioot sathack fom along Me
rals Mat are designated by adminisratve
a_;nsnr rlms

Pubilc Land Tralheads — On public f2deral and stabe school fust lands,
mnﬁmmmmmnmmnﬂﬂw

sets and lethal snares prohibited within 1000 feef of 3 designated
mladimﬂhhqmm : |

vislt fwp.mtoow 3
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Public Land Camipground — On publicfiageral and slabe school trust ands,
ground sets Including snares are prohibied within 1000 fest of a tesignated
campground or ishing acoess site that i accessibie by highway vehicis.
Occupled Dwellings — Ground sets Inciuding snares are prohilbibed
within 1000 feed of an occupied dwelling without writien notificalion of the
QCCUpanE].

Deairoying Muskrat and Beaver Houses — It s uniawdul for amy person
i wilifully destroy, open of leave apen, 3 muskrat or beaver house. This

Smlmw;"wm houses when authorized by the

Tagged Furtsaanars — A number of furt=aring animals have been tagged
for scientific shudy. If one of Mese animals ks caphured, piease notify the
nearest game warden or reglonal office of the tag numbes or numbers and
the locailty of the capture.

— It shall be uniawdul for fur dealer or fur dealker
agent to pUrchase of possess any oiter, marten, fisher
of woiverne, excegt those untagged furs onginating oulside Montana
which ane an o other documentation of

amm!}aieuuy axport pamit

Live Furbaansrs — Mﬂmmmmﬂlm
diled or released llEl.II'IﬂTI.I'III’a[El'EDﬂ pOEEEES Of il

Mcxemﬁ I I5 unikawiul o caphure wikd furbeaners for fur fam
mtaper 41014,

uniersiEanding of accidental dog capiunes

mgtfm FWP regional office “mm%mm

Penaliles — Persons convicted of knowingly taking, possessing or
fransporting furbaaners of pels In violabon of the nees or ws, shall be
fined mot less than $50 or more than 51,000, mprisoned In the coundy jall
for mat more than & momths, or bofh. In addition, such person shal forfeit
his o hunt, fish or trap for not kess han 24 months. Civil restitution
from 5100 to $500 may be assessed for each Megal animal of pait.
Special Regulations
Fish, Wiidiite & Parks owned Wilkdife Areas (WMAS) arne
gmaal_rupenm frapping. although special reguiations apply to most
Contact Me local WA manager or the FWP regional ofice for
mmannmmmmn b0 trap on Wiklas In the state. The
following WMAS have: requiations In efiect that require frappers o
appty for @ parmit by Sepiember 30 fo frap all or a portion of the area.
Beckman Wildiife Mana ent Arsa — The Beckman Widlife
Management Area, Fesgus County, ks open to one trapper par frapping
seagon. One trapper will be selectad by a random drawing and penmitiad 10
frap furbearers and borE. should be aware that onty imied
popuiations of Turteaners exist on the WA and that most aceess ks
by foot. Mo rapping will be allowed on the WA untll the end of upiand
game bird season. = must a valid i3 license to
3pply Tor this permit. lcanis submit their name, address, phone
number and ALS numbsar by Septembear 30 to:
Thomas Siivers, Beckman WhiA

Mioniana Fish, Wiidlife and Parks
PO, Baox 938, Lewistown, MT S0457-0938

M. Hapgin Wildiife Management Anea — The i Haggin WA consists of
{FApFiNG UNIE Where 3 qUOTE of Ihres (3)licensed rappers Shal be pemited
o IME of Turbearers each, Incuding ten (10) DEaver. TrEppers
Wil B Selectad by 3 randior Grawing. Trapaers wil be abie t Seieet an
ares o trap n i orderof names craun. The st rapper selected wl b=

15%?;: mﬂe i vnna Boceaden

1or 3 Frapping permit. Appil mnstpnmauanuappersmm
a jzants miust submilt thelr name, address, phone
mer mWsmm

mﬂm&mﬂt R VLA

1320 Meadoaiank Lane, Butle MT 55701

Freszoul Laks Wildiife Management Area — The Freezout Lake WA
Is divided Inbo two {Z) different fapping units for furbearers. One of these
units conslsts of Pond 3 and hmmmhllﬂm

%oerma'm]mdq:uhgl Img 1 w.pn 15} hu'tll1:15mm!ltl:'
be aliowed In'on muskrat bale nesting structures. Trappars
SUply EoiLs demand, ﬂ“*""‘”m mmm'é*, "52p only Gne wht andior

S8350N peryear. The second unit consists of the main [ake, Priest

Lake and Ponds 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6. This second unit will be open fo any/all
parsons already Orawn permission

hqu‘erdngﬂJphg hmmmmmﬁm

on the south end of the main lake is prohibtied undl November 20, Any part

of the VWA that |5 open in public access |s open to Interested parfas for

ihe humting ammngamwre
mma\www w
name, adaress, mmmlm::mEMsmﬁ
for which ey wish to ba consiterst by Septembar 30 tor

Edent Lonner, Freezout Lake WA

Montana Fish, Wildife & Parks
PCE 488, Falfield MT 59436

Canmyon Wildlifs — The Camyon Femy Wildife

Management Arca Is dhvided | [E]u:qlplnguritsllmnﬂrmurt

open fo frapping In 3 given year. One frapper
drawing and will b2 notfied which writ is for tra

shouid mmwlmmnﬁﬁm rq.nm
ihe WkiA and that most aceess 15 by Toot. Mo frapping will b2 alowed on
the WA, ] ihe and of the season. Appllcants Must possess 3
walld trapper's license to apply for this pemi. mustsibmit their
name, address, phons number and ALS number by Sapiember 30 foc

Tom Carlsen, Canyon Femy WA

will be selected by 3 rAndom

Montana Fish, Wildife & Parks
P08 D35, Townsand MT 50544
mmmmm o description)
—The Uppar mmmummmnm
mmmqmﬁsﬂr species. Trapping 563500 |5 November 1

through Al 15 by pesmit only. Trapping units will be alocated based upan
a randaom of writien tlﬂ]{ﬂ WB\. T APPErs BElECt @
trapping area In the order their names are drawn. B of the seleced
frappers shall be permitted to frap five {5), or ten (10) beaver depanding
mueuappmmmau. The last ua;persemtsumheamwu
haﬂgm Agpplicants must possess a valld
permil. Appilcants st st thelr name,
mmmaanSmmwmmmm:
Kurt AR, Upper Madison Beaver Management Area
Montana Fish, Wildife & Parks
1400 South 19= Avenue, Bazeman, MT 59715

Trail Creak Beaver Area — The Trail Greak trapping area Is

described a5 Joseph Cresk from Chier Fass in the confiuenca with

Trall Creek and Trall Creek downsiream of this confluence o the Mational

Forast The Trall Creck brapping areas consists of one (1) unit

for baaver and atter. One (1) trapper will ba selected by rndom drawing

{rapper shall be to trap five (3)
lkcensa to appy for s

permit. address, phone mumber and

ALS numser by September 30 ta:

Vianna Boccador, Trall Creek Beaver Area

Montana Fish, Wildife & Parks Management

1820 Meadiowlark Lane, Bubis, MT 53701

Blackfoot-Clearwater Wikdlife Ma
Clearwater Area is divided Into two (2)
and CoSiomwond Cresk), and trapping |5 permitiad durng two (2) perods
NOwember January 31, Febnuarny 1 15); with trapper
Ltmmmmq-unppemmu] mﬂnﬂm e mjmﬁ
drawing. The first trapper will b2 asked o choose a unit and period, e
mmmnmmmmmmmmmm
the selacted i3 shall b o limit of
=L pperE pa'rrmd In}g{;m furbeares,

mmnmmwﬁmﬂmmmmme
nuEmber and ALS number by Septembsar 30 to:

Jay Kolbe, Blackfoot-Cleanwater Whis

Monitana Flsh, Wildife & Parks

3201 Spurgin Road, Missoula, MT 59801

Lake Helana Wildiis — The Lake Helena Wikilife
Management Afea consists unemnappmgml_ A 5oiing trapping
£a350n |5 deslgnated: January 1 1o Apal 15, Nnuappngwnem
on the anea untl afier Me wabarowl hunting season. One wil be
pemitied to trap furbearers and predaiors. The trapper will be selecied
by arandom drawing. Applicants must possess a valld trapper's license to
Tor Wil Applicants must submit thelr name, atdress, phone
and ALS number by September 30 to:
Jenny Sik, Lake Heiena WA
Fish, Wildife & Parks
030 Custer Avenue West, Halena MT 59601

Arsa — The Blackioot-

4 Tum In Poachers — Enough ks Enought Call: 1-S00-TIP-MONT (1-B00-B47T-E565)
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Warm 5 Wikdiits Araa — The Wanm Springs Wikdife
Vanageme mmumqajmmuuxmmm

o frap one it of furbearers each, Inciuding not mare than fve {5 baaver
per unit. TR m3y select 3 irapaing unit In e order thelr
names are drawn. The last trapoer salected wil be assigned the remaining
nappmgn rmpzsmrmgmmpmmm must contact the FNS

permit. Al trapping pesmits are vald

Area Manager for
P e e e )
and vaild trappers icense number by September 30 to

Diave Diztak, Warm Springs WA
Monitana Fish, Wildie & Parks
Baut A, Warm Speings MT 50755

Methods for Improving EMclency, Selectivity and Animal WelTars
» Use pan iension devices 1o avold non-tanget catches.

» Use exia swivaels and cenler-mounied chains bo hold more animals
and reduce the chance of Injurles occuring.

» Use modem positioning techniques at dirt hole 5216 to Increase
salectvity.

» Use short trap chains for most land sets and especdally those @ngeied
for fou and coyode.

» Use guarded “stop-i0ss” Taps for muskrats In shalow water or dry
and sefs.

» Use dispatching methods: that are quick and humane.
= LUse GlzEE Mat appropriate for the target species—fioot
Eﬁm&th’fum}d&mmnﬁiﬂ
mmm:ﬂmmm
+ Use balts and ures ihat atiact targed speckss but not ofer animals.

= Use box of species-spaciic tams, ouwthulidings, and

» e common sense In &t locations that maximize

lties i catch target spedies and minimize opporfuniiies to
other animals.

» Use secure methods of afiaching fraps—iallor methods o hold the
lamest species you may catch.

» Use traps with laminated |aws where the sk of non-{arget catches Is
nigr.

» Use discretion and select trap site placemeant carefully when setting
body-gripping traps.

LUse time to your advantage—odo nod set mone trEps than you can
handle.

= Use moiming chiecks i refuce the time Il ks heaid,
sz?mﬂ, nmm:h:smmm

Break Away Snares

Foliowing Is a st of commenialy manufaciured N‘Eﬂ w
Iﬂlmetreagﬂm requirements o release at

+ Aminen Lock wilh release femule
+ Gregenson Lock Snares

- Snare Shop N. D. Lock and Siop
+ Breakaway J-Hooks

+ Breakaway S-Hooks

For Information on dealers of breakway lock devices and snares,
contact the FWP State Furbearer Coordinator at 406-444-0042.

Furbearer $easons

The state Is divided Infe legally described trapping districts or managment
unitts designated by numibers, whessin the season dates, Imis and spacies
of furbearers which may be talien are specified.

BEAVER —

Trapping District 1, 2 and 3 Season Dabes: Movember 1 —Aprl 15 of the
. Trapping District 4, 5, 6, and 7 Saason Dalea:

1~ May 31 of Me folowing yesr Inciuge State Widiiie
Limit — Uniimitao.
Beaver that have been legally rapped can be dispatched with a fiream.

mﬂmummm bjmmrmma
LT siabe [aw. A landowner

apEITlIDEIIBmJLnei - Auguest 31.
Pleasa contact yourlocal game warden for furfer Infrmaton and o request
a damage control permit

int muest have In thelr
ouring control activities. Damaging beawear may be removed by or
Rﬂghpﬂmﬂnﬁjmﬁa mmwm
Closures - All areas chosed ko beaver rapping are also cosed o ofter rapping.
Evnacwater County — Thosa portions of Dry Creek, Confederats Guich,
White's Guich, Awalanche Guich, Eagle Creek, Crow Creek, Jenking Creek
o pubiic Eno.

Deer Lodge County — The entire Dry Cofiomvood Creek drainage.
Galiatin County — That portion of the Galiatin River and all of I rioutanes
anove the Gallatin River Bridge at the Squaw Craek Ranger Sation,

Galatin and Park Counties — That portion of the Yeliowsione RIVer and
all of s tributaries Inside the Gallatin National Forest bou anove the
Yellowstone River Bridge on Interstate Highway 90 at

Graniie County — The entie Smart Creek, Wyman Creek, Swamp Gulch

Lawis and Clark County — The Blackfoot RIver upsiream from the mouth of
Eartlatt Cresk Incluging the entire Bartiett Creck drairage.

Mineral County — The entire Cedar Creck, Big Creek and Flatrock Cresk
dranages.

Missouia and Mineral Counties — The entire Fish Creek drainage.
Missouia County — Mine Mile Creek drainage above Pine Creek.

Powell County — The entine Pilies Peak drainage.

‘Sweet Grass County — That porfion of the East Boulder River and al its
tributares from the Galatin Mational Forest boundary upsiream to the
headwaters of the East Boulder River.

Swaet Grass and Park Counties — That on of the Maln Boulder

Fiver and all lis ibutanies from the mouth of Falks Creek upsieam o the
headwatars of the Main Boukder River.

Bﬂﬂ The entire Inciuding all Wbulares of the
Foul, M Wesl and F-urts the Telon River, downstream o

the National Forest boundary.

vislt fwp.mbgow 3
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OTTER -

Statewide Season Dafes: Movemiber 1 — Apnl 15 of the following year,
except state Widife Management Areas and specific ciosures .Ers'?:e
SPECIAL REGULATIONES). Season will close In £E hours upon reaching
Hﬁmmmmmmm closure date, whichever poours

Limit — & parson may take and posses two (2) ofter per season.  The
otter s23s0n on the Flathead Indlan Resanvation ks cosed io all rappers
{members and NOMMEMIDers).

TrappingDistrict 1 2 3 4 5 & 7
Otter Quota: 2 02 ¥k 8 4 2 4

Closures — All areas closed to beaver trapping are also closed to otber
frapping.

Quotss — wmmlmmmmmwmm
1-8D0-T11-E727, 24 hours a day of the FWP websie at fwp. .

toll free line and 'websHe are updated by 1 p.m. (MST) every day.

Furbearer sazsons will ciose In 48 hours when a species quota s reached

of sUbQuata when condtions or circumstances Indicate the quota may be
reached within the £5-hour cinsure nolce panod.

—Trappears are required o personally report M oter harvest
withiln 24 hours by calling the statewide Fish, Wildiife & Parks reparting
|mm-ﬂﬁ-|=|.-m-m 1-877-307-3453) 50 that FWP £an monfor quota
IEVEIE. red fo provide: name, telephone number, ALS
mmmeummmammmm
{legal description), and 5ex WHEN rEpOng 3 furbearer Marvest. When
Teponting a furnearer hanvest, it is uniawdul to subscribe to or make any
mmnmnm

Fal are required to present the pais of

personally
2 designated Fisn, WIkllfe & Parks (FWP) empioyee
-.m-m'en %mmmﬁﬁﬁmnwmu&

@mmmmammmmmmmm
mmmﬁn mmeHmﬂmunlﬂmgaal
thedr paits within ten {10) days after harvest by contacting are{_::mm
tomake

mmmmmmgﬁimfmmmmﬁum 10} days u'namananamm

mm—nbmmmmmmmunnutmuam
be tumed into Fish, WIS & Parks in good condition, at the time fe
peit ks presanted for tagging. The skuls will be retained by Fish, WildiHe
& Parks for and examination and then retumed to the owmer
I requested. Good condtion Is defined as fresh or frozen and securely

In such 3 marmer as 1o have In orar
that all sEue Eampies are sultable for lab andlysis. Any ofter pet that s

for 'without the n condition shall be
Eesemzﬂ tagging cane3ss In good subject

Inchdental Taks — Fumearemma?mnaﬂz
season ks closed or irapper Imit ks met That cannot %umﬂeﬂ
must nofy a designated Fish, Wikdifz & Parks employee residing In e
trapping disirict where the animal was taken within 24 howrs to
collection of the animal. | s unilawful for o retain
of an Inckientaly taken resrer per MGA 871102 possessin
Export— A f2deral export parmit is required in addition bo 2 Montana CITES
from the Unled Stales.
requiramenis contact Wikdline
Inspacior, U5, Fish & Widile Service, OfMce of Law Enforcement, Gneat
Fals Inbemational Diriwe, Sulle 105, Great Falls MT
5040 or phone (406 ﬁs}muwm[auﬁjmaﬁm_

Recommeandations o avold incidental take of otfer —

Ortter Inhabit ivers, streams, lakes, wellands and ponds. I the otter season
has ciosad, avoid ‘where other sign |5 evident. Lok for tracks and
scat while scouting or an area fof beaver. When pacing any kind
of rap along a béaver pond, awnid putling seis Near the dam crossover
of nedr the Inlet of the One ‘Diler-safe 56t ullizes a castbor
mound on the edge of 3 pond. The caston scent will atiract beaver while
otter will generaily be uninterested. Also, avoid sefiing near abandoned
beaver and bank dens. These seis are not producive for beaver,
and otter will readily UEe them. Otier generally avold areas where beaver
are active, 50 maks 5245 35 CoGe 35 possibie to active lodges.

s0me minor aterations the 330 can be st o
minimize accidental ofier caplures. kMove e
frigger 35 Tar 35 you ©an io one siie of the frap
and bend the irigges wires close fogether. You can also shorien the trigger
bo four 1o five Inches or e wires. Since otier ane
ﬁummm. ﬁyﬂmmmmm
the Fgger. Beaver, which tend to be larnger and slighlly less agle, will Ikely
hit the refease trigger while mowing throwugh the trap.
If you wss foothold fraps to capture beaver, do not use them on dam
CIOES0VES, Since ofter often wse these same aneas. Castor mound sets
with the trap set fairy desp are less Ikely to catch ofier.

MUSKRAT -

Statewide Season Dafes: Movember 1- Aprl 15 of the year,
except state Wildife Management Areas and specific closures (Ses i
Reguiations).

Limitt — Unimited.

Traps may ba satin muskrat houses provided the part removed s replaced

after Insartion of Me g and after removal of the f@p. It ks unlawtul for
by Wil leave or a muskrat

Wﬂgﬂﬂmm :ruesm_:. Open o panialy sestroy

MINK —

Statewide Season Dates: Movember 1 — Apdl 15 of the following year

excapt state WIS Maragement Afeas and speciic cosures (Ses Spesal

Requiations).

Limit — Uniimited.

BOBCAT -

Trapping District 1, 2 and 3 Sesson Dafes: Decamber 1 — February
15 of the foliowing year. Trapping District 4, 5, & and 7 Sesson Dates:
December 1 —March 1 of the following I. License must be purchased
no later than Mowvember 30. Saason will ciose In 4B hours upon reaching
the trapping district quots or on the 5E350N cosure date, whichever DooUrs
first

Bobcat In Ditsiricts 1 and 2 — To minimize e
el copire o e I oo Special oot spoiy i
portion of Trapping Districts 1 and 2. See legal , page 10.

Bobcat Snares — Lethal snares are prohibited In all bobeat seds.

Limit — A person may possess o more Man a toial of seven (T) bobeats
per season fom Districts 1, 2 and 2 In combination. A
nurmmupcﬁesammmaspamm
. A person may tEke and pOSSEEE GEVEN (7] DODCAMS PeT SE3E0N from
District 2. A person take and possass five
Trapping Disu‘lctmg.r A parson majmbeaupumssan
mmmmmmmum-t 5.6 7. The
bobcat season on the Flathead indan Resenvation ks closad to all rappers
{membs=rs and NONMEMDers).

TrappingDistriet 1 2 3 4 5 & 7
Bobeat Guota: 250 180 325 300 500 125 800

Hunting Saason — Bobcal may be taken by hunting per MCA 57-2-601.
Bobeat hunting Is open each day one-hail hour before surmss o one-hal
hour after sunset d the open season. Boboat chasing |6 open each
day from two (2) hours sunrisa to one-half hour ansr sunset in He
‘disricts wheane mouniain llon s2azon has cosed (check mountaln
llon ciosures at 1-500-385-7TE2E). Bobeat chasing ks open each day from
one-hall hour before sunrise i one-half hour after sunset In me hunting
disiricts where mouniain llon s2as0n is open. Bobcats may not be hunied
or taitan except during legal bobcat hunting howrs. Dogs may be used to
hurt and chase bobcats within prescribed 5E3E0NE
Dc-;mjhemedhﬂebuhﬂmhﬂ&?—ﬁ-—l%bﬂmul}aaﬁﬁh
defined by law as furbearing animals. Dogs may be wsed to hunt or chase
bobcats within prescribed hunting hours and seasons.

[ Tum In Poachers — Enough ks Enought Call: 1-S00-TIP-MONT (1-B00-B47T-E565)
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Persons with 3 valld trapper license may r_r::naaeh-nbcaﬁ me
open s23son and anytime afler the season
1.2.3urﬂFeh|1.ary15ﬂtTmpthl5h1ml 5.6, ?Lrlﬂle:hL A
frapper lieense must be purchased no later than Movember 30 of e cument
year to b wald,

Landoaner parmission Is required o hunt on private land, Including
redeasing dogs o chiasing bobeats during the chase-only 523500,
Chasa-only Season — Trapping Diafrict 1, 2 and 3: February 16 -Apl 14.
Trapping District 4, 5, & and 7: March 2-Aprl 14. Atrapper license must
& purchased by Nowvember 30 of the curmednt o be walld fior chasing
BuhuEIMFlg EMMW%WWME
o one-half hour after sunset. Dogs may be used io chase bobeats within
seasons.  All Wildifie Managment Areas, Mafonal  Wildlife
and Deer, Bk and Mourtain Lion Hurting District 262 are cioced
i e bobcat chase sa3son.

tis mammuumnmmm?
a track, or aliow dogs to chase a bobeat, or hold 3 bobeat
when the season Is not opan o hunting or chasing boboats.
Bobeats may not be trapped 1o be [ater releasad for hunting andior chasing
with dogs. furbearers captured allve must be | Klied ar
refeased. It is uniawsul for a person to possess or transpon wild furbeansrs
alive par MCAST-311.
@uotss — Curment hanest quota Information may be obEned by calling
1-800-711-5727, 24 hours 3 day or the FWP wetclie at fap.migov. The
foll fres line and wenshe ane updated by 1 p.m. (MST) every day.
Furbearer sazsons will ciose In 48 hours when 3 species Quota I reached
&(mmaﬂmmla-mmmmamm
authorized the depariment to Inftiate a ciosure prior o reaching a quota
of 5ubguota when conditions or circumstances Indicate the quoa may be
reached within the 45-hour cicsure nofice period.
Reporting — Trappers ane required to personally repor thelr boboat harvest
withiin 24 hours by calling the statewkie Fish, Wildife & Parks reporing
|m:1mﬂwwm[1-an4wm]mmmmmm
levels. de: e rumber, ALS
Tlmpemmn?gl 10 provi n name, t2iephon
{legal descoiption), and sex when repofing a furbearer harvest. Whan
regorting a mmnhummmmmumﬂeaw
siabamant that is materially Taise
Mﬁ#m—wmmﬁmmﬁmmtmmd
within ten {1 mmmmmnwmmﬂmﬂe
regisiration data for bobcat at the time The pelt Is presemted for Bagging.

o with the rement due to |
LS8 o e UMV KDy o incai EWVE perbomnel must 4l rggeter
thelr paite within ten {10) days after hanvest by contacting a regional ofice

for

Peits nat presantsd
{en (10} days of hanvest are subject

u—lh% skulls of bobcat be tumed into Fish, Wikdiie
& Parks In good at the time the pefl Is presented for Eoging.
m“-mmmwm_;mnmﬂ
mumEMImn}m narvest
registration. The frapper Is pay retam delvery m
wmmmaﬂm = m:m
securely wiapped In 5uch @ manner as mmm
In oader that all tissue samples are sultaible for lab analysls.

are requesied o be able fo Idenify or have skulls sooied by sex
for bobeat before presenting tham to FWE persoanal,
Inchdental Takes — Furbearsrs that are accidentally captured when the
mhmamlﬂmmmmmMummu

MWHF%LH 'IHLEI‘IH‘I‘HI‘IEZ hours I:Gme

onﬂemm of the animal, Itk unlawful for any person to refain possession
of an Incklentally taken furbearar per MCA §7-1-102

Export - Afederal export permit s required in acdition to 3 Montana CITES
tag before the pelts of bobcat may be exporied from the United States.
For general Information on feceral requirements contact: Wikdife
1 . U.E. Fish & WikdiS2 Serviea, Cffice of Law Enforcement, Graat
Fﬂlmmm-pm 2800 Terminal Drive, Sulle 105, Great Falls MT
S404 o phone ADG-453-5790 or fax AD6-453-3657.

MARTEN —
Déstrict 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 Season Dates: December 1 —Febniary 15
of BE olowng yesi

‘Speclal Marten Reguiations in Trapping Eﬂ‘l:hla‘lﬂﬂ—'hrl‘l‘l‘rlmll!

am%ﬁm"ﬁﬂﬁ’m Seecpin. page

H‘POI!M Pole diameter miest be no anger Man & nches for pole
trap and balt 48 Inches abowe the ground.

Limitt — Uinilimibed.

WHggmuam thmw

mmnmnnpmmuem:tMseasm aereq.l'adh:-
provide hanvest registration data for martin at the Bme the peltis presanied
A1 18 S tal S Ermainces r i MRS of o Col IS Fessrirt
must stil register thair peits within ten {10) days afier the saason coses

posmonne. Bats ol prESENiEa of reisirat 1o FWE PErsnie! Wil
{10) days afler the and of the saason are subject to confiscation.

Shulte — Marien skuks will nof be colecied,
FISHER —

m Diafrict 1 and 2 Sesson Dales: December 1 — February 15 of
year. Season wil c4ose In 45 hoWs Upon reaching thie trapoing
district quofa or on the season closwre date, whichever oooirs irst.

Special Fisher Regulations In Disiricts 1 and 2 — To minkmize e
Incidental captunaof| the special fisher reguiations apply In a
pulim:l"llq:;l'lgl::.tils1a'llz See legal description, page 10.

I.eni Poiie Sets — Pole diameter muest be no larnger hian 4 inches for pole
trap and balt 48 Inches abowe the grownd.

Lnt A person may ke and possess one (1) fsher per saason.
Flaher Quota — District 1 has. 3 quota o twe (2) ishar. Trapging
District 2 has a quota of ive (5) isher.
@uotss — Clment harvest quota Information may be ootEned by cal
1-800-7 116727, umusaua;nrueﬁwﬂeqmaup e
inil free line and webshe are updated by 1 pum. (MST) every day.
Furpeaner seazons will close In 43 hours when 3 species quota Is reached
o o the end of e reguiar saason, The Fish, Wikiife & Parks Commission
Nhas authorized the departmeant to Infiate 2 ciosurs prior o FEaching 2 quota
ar SUbguata when condions of clicumstances ndlcate the quots may be
within the 25-hour cosure nofica paniod.

e, 24 Joure by caling b Stewlie Fion, WNGTe & Parie eporing
In 24 Nours by calling the Fish, & Parks reporting
line at 1-877-FWP-WILD [ 1-377-397-3453) 50 that FWP can monfior quata
mwnmmnmm name, telephone rumber, ALS

MuEmber, species, date of harvest, districd, county, lncation
{legal description), and sex when ng a furbearer When
Teporting a furbearer hanvest, It s uniawdul to subscribe o or make any
mmumum.

Poit Tapging — Trappers are required to personally present the pals of
mm@mnammmwumamqﬁw;w
within ten (10 after harvest. are requined o,

Wit ten 0) Tranpers are requ

CITUMStENCes or the ‘of incal PWP personne must s3il
their peits within ten {10) days after harvest by contacting a regional aMce
in maEke ATangemants FWP . Peits

persannel
or registered o FWP personned within ten (10} days of hanvest are subject
in confiscation.
Carcasses — It Is mandatony hat the entire and Intact carass of all fshar
be tumed Into Fish, Widiss & Parks in concdition, at the tima e
pelt s precanted for tagging. The skuls Wil be retained by Fish, Widie
ammmmmﬂmmmmm
If requested. G0od condbion is defined a5 fresh o fozen and
namamamasmmmmmwmﬂnm
all tissue samples are switabie for @b analysls. Any fsher peit that
Is presented for t3going without the carcass In good condition shall be
subject i confscaton.

Incidental Take — Furbearers that are accidentally captured when the
saason ks clesed or trapper limit is met hat cannot be released uninjured

must Fish, Wiidife & Parks residing In fe

WHmmmmmz hours to Smange
mmummm I# i unitawtud for any person to FEtain possesElon
of an Incidentaily taken furbearer per MCA 57-1-102

vislt fwp.mtgow T
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WOLVERINE —

‘Winlvering Lt 1, 2 and 3 Season Dates: Decamber
1—memmm License must be purchasad no laber
than Movember 30. Season wil ciose In 48 hours upon reaching the WML
o on e se3s0n cosure date, whichever ocurs first. Refer o Legal

Tor WhIU boundaries.

Ses WML legal descriptions page 1.

WHIL 1 [Mortham Core) — Portions of Trapping
WL 2 o) — Porions of
wami 4 sntral | -r;mnm-“r Portions af Districts
WML 4 new =

1.13.-1!““5. : e

Districts 1, 2, and 4.

Special Woiverne Regulations In Trapping Districts 1 and 2 — To minkmize
the Incidental capture of lynx the folowing special wolverne requiations
m1ﬂamﬂmdmmnm1ﬂzﬁmmm
jpage

Leaning Pole Sets — Pole diametar must be no larger han 4 inches for pole
5ats with trap and balt 46 Inches above the gnound.

Limilt — & person may take and possess one (1) wolverne per se3son.

‘Wiolvarineg Quota —

WU 1 has a quoia of three [3) wolverine with a female subquota of 1.

WU 2 has a quoda of one [1) walverine,

WU 3 Nas a quota of one (1) wolverine,

WU 4 Nas 3 quota of Zero () wolvesine.

@uotss — Cument harnvest quota Information may be cbiained by calling

1-800-7 115727, 24 houwrs 3 day or the FWP webslie at fap.migov. The

il free line and webshe are updated by 1 pum. (MST) every day.

Furbeansr seasons wil ciose In 45 hours when 3 species quota or subquota

s reached prior io e end of the regular season. The Fish, Wiidife & Parks

Commission has authorzed the o initiabe 3 closure prior 1o
3 quota or subquota when conditions or crcumstances Indicate

mmmmmnmmmmm

s Tra red o personaly re thair wolverine

mﬂﬂl‘l Dj‘ I'IgIIEEEIHE'l‘IIIEFI Wildife & Parks

reporing ing at 1-57 7-FWP-WILD (1-877-397-9453) s0 that FWP can

mumber, ALS numier, mﬁ.m 1arvest, tlm disirict, IIII.I'I'!..
speciic location (legal phion), and sex when reparting a furbeansr
harvest. When reporting 3 furbearer hanvest, it Is uniawdul 1o subscribe to
of make any statement that ks materally fakse.

Pait Tapging — Trappers are required o personally present the palts of
woiverine for tagging to a designated Fish, Wikdife & Parks |FWP) amployes
withiin ten {10

B e e o E e S oy v
iocal FHPpEﬁurllElmudiI ragister thedr peiis witin n [10) days afer

wmmwammm:mm Wﬂ

mmm ten {10) days of harvest are subject to confiscation.

Carcassss — It Is mandatory that the entire and Intact carcass of all
wolvarne be tumed into Fish, Wiidifie & Parks in good condition, at fe
time the pelt Is presented for tagging. The skull will be retained by Fish,
WIKIIFz £ Parks for procecsing 3ni examination and fien refumed to e
owner Hdesired. Good I defined 35 fresh or frozen and securely

mmammﬁmmmmmmlnm
that all tissue samples are suitable for b analysis. Ay wolverine peit
that ks prasented for tagging wihout the carcass In good condtion shall
be subject to confiscation.

Inchdental Take — Furbearsrs that are mmge%
£2350N s tiosed of rapper limit ks met hat cannat ummu
must nofty a Fish, Wildife & Parks emgioyes resiiing In e
trapping district where the animal was taken within 24 hours to amange
collection of the animal. 1 is unlasiul for reon 1o retain

of an incidentaily taken furbeanay pEfHCAaEIJ'Ef-'IIll possessian
SWIFT FOX — CLOSED SEASOM.

Incidental Taks — Furbearers that are accidentally caphured when e
seas0n 5 ciosed or rapper imit I meat hat cannot be relsased uninjured
st a Fish, Wikdife & Parks residing In Me
mmmmmﬂmmz hours to amange
collection of the animal. It s unlawful for any person o retain possession
of an Inckdentaly taken furbearar per MCA §7-1-102

LYMX — CLOSED SEASON.

muu pl-a:lng sets; that mwt attract umx_ .
S0 e Incloan U DE rEparad 10 5 DSENated Fin, JVIE & Parts
ampioyee within five (5] days of relaase.

Incidental Take — Furbearars that are mm&%
£2350n |5 clesed of trapper lImit s mat fat cannaot url'lj.n!{:l

must nofy a designated Fish, Wildifie & Parks residing In e
ing district where the animal was taian wihin 24 hours to
of the animal. 1 ks unlawul for amy pemmhmhlnpum
of an Incidentally taken furbearer per MCA 57-1-102.

Report Gray Wolf Sightings

Montana Fish, Wldlife & Parks lequests that Imppenﬁ
report any slghtings or wolf sign. FWP can help with Ideas on
how o decrease the chances of Incldentally ng a waolf.

If you Incidentally catch 3 woll, contact the nearsst FWP Reglonal Office
o one of the folowing PWP Wolf Specialists. Information providad by
frappers and huriters wil 3k In the managamant of wolves.

Helena — 4610567 Butie — 4253355

Boreman — S81-3664 Kﬂqﬂl—m?

Boreman — 581-3251 Kissoula — S65-0017

For more imformation, or to woil to FWP's website at:
nguuauu::muunm“mm =

WOLF COYOTE

= 2.5Testtall = 1.5 fest tall

- 56 Teet = 4 Tesat

= ?D—'Izlpk;ll‘gﬂﬁ - Mm

= [Broad snout = Warmow shout

+ Rourd ears Painted ears

= (Colior o bilack -

: ljtlg;l Color light gray ta

Track 4 Inches wite,
510 5.5 Inches lang

0 minimize accdental capiune of wolves.

‘E raps, snares or pther furbearer fraps, scout the
skgn. Wolves iravel great distances dally, but recent and
In an area mean the wolves are ere for @ reason.
mmﬂgmw recant wolf acthity. If you are trapping
where woives have bean, here are some ips to hedp minimize damage to
or loss of fraps.
Use weaker  smalier that would stil hold put not
woives “"ﬁmmmm“’"&mm“ﬂ“m

WMWMW " or less of chaln and Ij‘II'I

m.lsmemmm Heimlrlsu;mmg I necessary.

¥hen using EY¥BEm, heavy -and chains with a stout swived.
MMaalﬁaEuﬂgmd are strong. 'I'I:dagsv_ﬁban
be enough to hold a 100 animal and prevent 3 woil’
mmmm. rr;iq:s * naa;mm;M?

feet of chaln. Fainfores INKS by welding If necassany.
mmmmjmammmm
MEck Snares mUst be well anchored and should have 3
jong cate. Be mindul of the where and how the snare is placed relatve
in obstacies such as Obstarkes could entangle an animal caught

8 Tum In Poachers — Enough ks Enought Call: 1-S00-TIP-MONT (1-B00-B47T-E565)
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District 1 -

MWMDTFIMLHE.LHIII'I Lewis and Clark, Missoula,
Powedl and Sanders counties within the following describad boundany.
Beginning at a point where the Comtinental Divide with the Glackar
National Park 3t Marias Pass, then wesiery and along
e Glacker Mational boundary to the Canadian line, hien
&ald line o the Moniana-idaho border, then

Millier Loop Road, then along Miller Creek and Forest Road 7503 o
Patrick's Knob, fien southerty on Trall 1714 t Montana Route 135, then
said route to Tral 242, then said trall to Clark
Fork-Ninemiie Divide, fien mmammmm
line to e Flathead indian northarty and aasterty and than
souerly along sak reservation fo nmnmmm then east
alonig sakl divide io e Blackfoot-Flathead Divide at Walvering
Peak, fen soul, e3st and north aiong said divide to the Continanial Divide
at Tripie Divide Mourtzin, then norhery along said divide to S Glackar
Mational Park boundary at Marias Pass, the point of beginning.

District 2 -

Those partions of Deer Loxdge, Grantte, Lewts and Clark, Minesal, Missoula,
Powell, Ravall and Sihver Bow Countes Iying within the following descrbad

ncion Wil LULS. Forest Senvice Trall 415, Men south and east on sald
o s Juncilon with U.S. Forest Senvice Trall 1714, then south on sald
frall bo the Clark Fork River at the Cascade ru.rld..l:hﬂ'lsﬂl.l:h

mmmmnmmlmmm smmmny

along said nesenvation boundary to the Swan-Cleanyaber
umue hen eastery and nortnerty along sald divide o the Blackfoct
Fiathead Divide, theh southerly, easterty and amngsmam
io the Continental Divide at Divige Mountain, then southeasterty
along sald divide i Inferstate 1 u-mlnamumyurawmaiugsaiu
Interstate o s junction with Interstate 50 at Buthe, then west and norih

with State Roule1, norfwestery alang
274 (Ml Cresk Road), then southerfy along
dhvide

mqlimrmm

53l Touie i e Continental Divide, then southwasteny along sakd
nmmmmmmmﬂnﬂmmm
to Lookout Pass, the point of beginring.

Dizdrict 3 -

Those porions of Beaverhead, Broadgwaler, Deer Ll:ldge Gallatin,
.ETI'E{EI'I Lewis and Clark, Madison, Meagher, Park

mmtm boundany: at Mt
mynn mcrgmw thén southwesterty along m to the
Montana-daho barder, then southerty and eastery along sald border to
mmmammmmm—ummm
gald 10 the SHllwater-Yellowstone Fiver Divide, then northwestery
aiong sakd divide to Columbing Pass and the Boulder River-Yellowsione
River divide, then westerly and

Head Mountain, then north down Mission
fhen east down the south bank of said rver o the mown of Duck Creek,
then norhwesiarty along the west bank of said creek o the West Fork of
Duck Creek then along the west bank of said creak in the

Shielts-vellowsione River [Crazy Mountain Divide), then normesty
and westesty 5aki divicke 10 the Shiskis-Musseishel Rives Divige, then
westery along sakd divide o he Smis-Shields River Divide and the head of

the Middie Fork of Skdeen Mile Creek, hen wesierly down the south bank of
£aid creak to Sixiaen Mile Creek, then North eastany along e south bank

of sakd oreek fo US Highuay 25, then along s3ikd highway to
its Intersection with US H 12.Men westerly along said highway to
the Broadwater-Meagher county Ine, then norfwesteny said line
and Cantinuing noy neumjﬁmam

mm::mm—vnmuaum then south

Merwemer Canyon-Mann Guich Divide i the mouth of
on Me east side of the Missoun River, then northesly up Holter Lake and
mmﬂmumummnmﬂnmmmm
£a3ld Intersiate o the junciion with US Highway 2E7.then soum on sald

vislt fwp.migow 9

77



tothe over Lyons Creek, then up sakd creek and the Morth
[Ficar of| o the Continental Divide, then southeastery along sald
divide to Interstaie 15.ﬂmhammmgemmamgﬂd Interstate o

with State Route 1, mmﬂmm
Foute 374 [MIll Creek Road), then southerty
sl moute to the Comtinental Divide, than sowthwesiery along sald divide
to Mt Tiny, the point of bagineing. o

Madizon Bagver Ma Area — Those of Gallatin
Maison counties that | all of the Madison River drainage

upsieam fom the Earinguake Lake Dam described 35 biows:

the putiet of Earthquake Lake Dam on the Madison River, then

U5 267, then D Wi Intersection of Rock Creek,

then up 53l creek o the National Forest boundary,

then norherty on Said houndary to the Madisan Fiver-Galiatin Fiver divide.

mmn;amgsauu D the westem boundary of Yellowstone

Mational Park, then said o the Montana-idaho state

|m.mm1yanu thiis boundary i the Madisan River,

then along sald rver b the outiet of Earfiquaks Laks Dam, he
point of beginming.

Disbrict 4 -

nmepc»rlmsurcm Choubeau, Fen;m Glachar, HIIL Judfin Basin,

Lewds and Clark, Pondera, Teton and Toole
mmmu

rarecs e Uriea

where the eastem boundary of H.‘JEI'NHII'H

Siates-Canada Bou then east said nihe
County Bne, mmmwﬁnsadlmm mmm men

the east bamnk of sald river to the Missour! River, then easieny H:ﬂg
the south bank of sald river fo e Fort Peck Resenvolr, tI'IEﬂEBEHﬂI

a the south
mawm bank of said mmmammm

&5ald routa o Winnett, en southiwestery on the Winneft 1o
HDI.I'K‘I [Fa.smpnnjummus 87, then north

msalﬂ 4 miles fo Flak Wilow Creek, then

o0 Coek To D Souti Pk wnamcmmmmﬂ
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
Hu.u'ﬂl Dilvide., then westerly aiong said dividé 1o the head of Meadow

down sald creek o US lEll ﬂiﬁlsm.lilm
wdith Basin county

Basin County line © its l.EI wﬂmm

Fnad {Forest Service Road $274), then Mmum;mauml.ns
11m$mmm1rmsam higiay I It junchion with Routs

on sald mute 0 is junchon wil LS Highway 89, then
Mymmwmummm waty 12, then

souTwestery 1o the Ine,
mm;wﬂummﬁaﬁeagmeuMnumr:%
Beavar

Missour Fiver in Intersiate 15, then souferty @
Junction with U Highway 287, then south on s3id
QVEr Lyons Creak, hen up sait craek and the Morth Fork of

i the Continental Divide, then norhery along sald dvide to oter
Mational Park boundary, then eastery and n along said boundary
mmmmm&mmmmm?mmm

District 5 -
Thosa portions of Blg Hom, Carbon, Faglﬁ.mvalq.ueagher

mests with the Yelliowstone National Park boundary, norhwesiary
dlong sald divide o Coumbing Pass and the Boukder Rver-Yellwsion
River Divide, then wastery and norhery along said divide o Elephant
Hizad Mountain, then norh down Mission Creek i the Yellowstons River,
then aast down the south bank of sakd Hver fo the mouth of Duck Creek,
then northwesteny along e west bank of sakl creek fo the West For of
Duck Creek, then along Me west bank of 5aid creek to e
Shisids-Yellowstane lver Divide (Crazy Mountain Divide), then norhery
and westerly along sakl divide to the Shieids-Musselshell River Divide.
uenm ai sald divide in the Smith-Shisids River Divide and
Fork of Sbieen Mika CTeek, fen westary down

o s with Foute 294, then on sald route to

its US Highweay 12, then norhwesiery on said higrway to s
ncHon Wi the Creak-Whitetall Creek Foad [Forest Senvice Road
4), then norh on &aid read [ the Meagher Basin county ine,

mmh‘a =3l line and su contiml Illg
the Basin county line npmﬁnmm

FRoad, then £3id moad o South Fork Flasiliow then
along sakl cresk i Fiatwillow Creek, hen 53l creek
) £7, then southerty along said highway 1o 244, then
‘along said route to Winned, then east us y 200 1D
the M | Rives, then south down the ezt bank of thé: Musselshall

sald route o Intersiate 90 at Hardin,

g state line, then
said line fo the Yellowstone Mational Park Boundary, then
westerly along sald boundary to the Stilwaer-Yeliowstone
River divide at Wolverine Paak, the point of beginning.

Blaine, Chouteau, Daniets, Sareid, HIL, mm
Vialkay eourtias bying within the ol
described boundary. ata point where State Route 233 joins he
{:mmme:mamepnn?mm%] mustamgsr
mmeH county ine, then scuth along sald ine o the Martas River,
the east bank of s3id rver to the Missour Rive, then
mmm:ummmmmmmm,

along Eakd route to the Morth Dakota border, Sien north along sald border
o the Canadian border, then west @iong said borter to State Route 233,
the: poit of beginning.

Diatrict 7 -

Thiose porfions of Bighom, Carter, Custar, Dawson, FHDILGE.I‘IHEI,
McCone, Mussaishell, Powdar River, Richiand,
mmmmmmnm mm

mmmwnwmm4TM|mm
with the Melsione-Custer

Hna:neaclﬂﬂ'mmm sald road io Melstone, then east along

L. 5. Highway 12 o e M River bridge, fen north down e

e e3st share of Fort Pack mmﬂq&m then south
up sald creek 1o Lite Dry Creek, then east along Fouis 200 o he
Montana-Norh Dakota staie line, then south b e state
line, then west along sald state Ine o Interstate 50, then norh aiong sald
IntErstate o stie moute 47, then norh along sald stete mubs bo Interstate
a4 fhe paint of beginning.

Flaher and Wiolvering

Thoss porfions of Trapping Districts 1 and 2 within the following described

: From the Intersection of LIS HWY 2 with the Montana-idaho
state line han south and east slong US HINY 2 to Its Intersection with LS
HWY 93 at Kalispell then southary aiong LIS HWY 93 o ts intersecSon with

Portions of Trapping Districts 1 and 2 for Special Bobeat, Marten,
Regulations —

Interstabe 90 then Interstate 90 o ks Inersection with
US HWY 12 at Gamrison then easteny LIS HWY 12 o lis Inbersaction
with the Confinental Divide at McDonald then nodtherty along the

Continental Divite tn s Intersaction with the Giacker National Park bourdary
at Manias Pass then westerly and northarty along the Glacer National
Park boundany to the US-Canada border then west along said borer o i
Intersection with the Montana-idaho staie ine Men south aiong sakl Ine b
15 Intersaction with LS HWY 2 the point of beginning.

10 Tum In Poachers — Enough ks Enought Call: 1-S00-TIP-MONT (1-B00-B47T-E565)

78



WML 1 {Horihern Core) — Beginning at the imersection of Highway 93
and the USiCanada border at Foosville; then south aiong sald

io Highway 40; then easi along sald highway to Highway 2 at Columbla
Fals; the south along sald highway to Highway 35; Tien south aiong sald
nighway to Highway B2; then south sakl o 00,
then east along sauwnm%nmgmrm
east down sald iver to the the Marias River, then norh up sald iver o e

sald line fo the USACanada borer

WP boundary; then souttwesterty
and norhwestesty along sald boundary back tn the US/Canada border, then
west 0 along sald border to Highway 53 at Rooswille, the paint of beginning.

HilH_Iberty County Iine; then nartn i
then west alang said border in the

WHIL 2 {Caniral Cora) - Beginning at the Intersection of Interstate 50 and
ihe MT/idaho border 3t Lookout Pass, hen soulheastery on cald nterstate
to Interstatads at Rocker; then south along sald o Highway 324
3t Clark Canyon Resernvoir, fhen west on said highway to Lemhl Bass Road:
#en west aiong s3id rad fo the MT/idaho border atLeminl Pass; then north
along said bofter 1o Interstate 90 a1 Lookout Pass the, point of beginring.

WU 3 {Southern Cors) — Begining at the Intersaction of Highway 57
and the MT/kiano border 3 Raynoid's Pass; then norh on said Righway to
Highway 25T; then north on sald highway to Interstateol; ten aaston sald
IntErstate to ; than east on said Interstate to Custer, then soath
on Highway 47 o Interstate 90; then south on said Interstate o the MTAVYD
borter, then west aiong sald border i Yellowstone National Park boundary.
then and said 1o the MT/Idaho border,
m:?wwmmwm wsmrmmpmuuegm

WHLU 4 Ingular — Beginning at Roosvllie on Me
bordar; then west on sald bonder bo MT/daho border, then

oum sald bordertn Interstate 90 at Lopkout Pass, hen east

zald ip Inerestate 15 at Rocker, then soumeny along sal

INtESEtate i HWY 324 at Clark Canyon Resarvolr; then west on sald

in Lemhl Pass Road; then west 3l mad to Lemhl Pass
ofi the MT/idaho border; then south and east @iong sald bomer in HINY
&7 at Raynokd's Pass; then norn along said Nighway D HWY 287 then
sakd Interstate

along sald highway to HWRY 35, then narih on sakd highway to HWY 2; then
moith to Columea Falls and HWY £0; then west on sald o HWY
93; then nortn along said highway o Roosvilie, the of beginning.

vistt fwp.mtgow
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‘Who To Contact
Bobcat, Otter, Fisher and Wolverine 24-houwr Harvest Reporting

Nurmiber. 1-E77-FWP-WILD
(297-8453)
Bobeat, Otter, Fisher and Weolverine Quota Status
{24 hoursiday - 7 daysfweek)... oo 1-800-T11-8727
Mountain Lion Quota Status
{24 hoursiday - 7 daysiweek).........._____.__ 1-800-385-7826

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks State Headquarters
1430 East 8 Avenue, PO Box 200701

Helena, MT 586200701
405444 J535 _ fpstate.mbus

Hunter Education 406-444-3158

Wildlife Division 406444 2612

Enforcement Division 406-444-2459

Parks Diision (Montana State Parks)._____ 406444 3750

Telephone Device for the Deaf................ A06-444-1200

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks Regional Headquarters
REGION 1

480 N Mernidian Road
JbG-T-52- 350

ADE-24T7-2940

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks Area Resource Offices

1820 Meadowlark Lane

Butte, MT 58701 AD6-494-1953
Havre

2185 Hwy 2 East

Hawre, MT 58501 AD6-265-61TT
Helena

Field idenfification characteristics of mountain lion, ymx, and

bobcat—physical markings and fracks in the snow (Montana
Fish, Wildlife & Parkes, 1900).
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« Note differences in tall length of lion and black markings on tip
of hyns: and bobeat til,

= Lym ear tufts are longer than bobeat ear tufts.
= Lion and lynx fioot sizes are similar; bobeat s much smaller.

= Tracks are shown with shaded area representing impression off
Ihair in the smow.

12 Tum In Poachers — Enough ks Enoughd Call: 1-300-TIP-MONT | 1-800-847-E665
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B. Annual Furbearer Program Spring Newsletter.
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Montana °Fish ,
7, ) Wildlife (® Parks

STATE FURBEARER PROGRAM NEWSLETTER
Spring 2008

Wildlife Division P.O. Box 200701 Helena MT 59620-0701

This newsletter is provided through Fish,
Wildiife & Parks (FWP) state furbearer
program to inform trappers, hunters, the
public, and department personnel about
current furbearer management activities and
issues in the state of Montana - Brian
Giddings, State Furbearer Coordinator.

2008& 2009 TRAPPING REGULATIONS

Trapping regulations and furbearer seasons
for the 2008-09 and 2009-10 seasons and
furbearer quotas for the 2008-09 season will
be tentatively adopted by the FWP
Commission at their June 12, 2008 meeting
in Helena. Under a biennial, or two-year,
season setting schedule trapping regulations
and furbearer seasons are now up for review
at the June meeting which provides the
opportunity to implement changes based on
FWP recommendations and Commission
action. Public comment and discussion on
regulation changes is important during this
meeting so trappers and other interested
individuals are encouraged to attend.
Information on furbearer population trends,
species harvest data, and trapper effort is
evaluated in FWP recommendations, as well
as consideration of public comments
regarding regulation changes. To receive
copies of the tentative regulations adopted
on June 12 by the Commission, contact the
FWP Wildlife Division or go to the FWP
website. The Commission will take final
action on trapping regulations and furbearer
seasons at its August 5 meeting in Helena,
which will follow a 30-day public comment

period on the tentative regulations.
Comments should be sent to FWP
Commission, Wildlife Division, P.O. Box
200701, Helena MT 59620-0701 or through
the FWP website at www.fwp.mt.gov.

FEDERAL DECISION ON WOLVERINE

On September 29, 2006, as a result of a
complaint filed by Defenders of Wildlife and
others alleging that the U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service (USFWS) used the wrong standards
when it denied a 2003 wolverine listing
petition, the U.S. District Court in Montana
ruled that the USFWS 90-day petition finding
was in error and ordered the USFWS to
make a new 12-month finding for the
wolverine.

On March 11, 2008 the USFWS determined
that protecting the population of wolverine in
the contiguous United States as a threatened
or endangered species under the ESA is not
warranted.  Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP)
agrees with this federal decision because
Montana provides extensive wolverine
habitat and supports the largest wolverine
population in the lower 48 states. The
USFWS determined that wolverine in
Washington, Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming
are not a distinct population segment from
continuous populations in Canada and that
they do not constitute a significant portion of
the wolverine range, which includes Canada
and Alaska. The USFWS estimated
population numbers for western Canada at
15,000 to almost 19,000 individuals and the
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Facky hbuntan vhts of kbnbna Hshe
and Wyemng atapprodamiel 500 anmml
Pl Pronsders he mmpry o fhis pepulrben
o ben Kbntna.

LA SRITICAL HAEITAT PRCFOGED

On Febrary 28, 206 e UZ FRsh S
WMl Sepice (USBEZ) announced &
proposal o revime the aiical bnx habiat
desgnaten n bbntana fom e cument
Glycer Matonal Pk ®  abe  nclde
nerhivexem Kbntna and he Greater
Telwsbne Sea.  The Mrhen Focky
kbuntains unit woull noide spproamiel
11,000 i n Fahesd, Gacier, Ganie,
Lake, Lewis 5 Chik, Lncolh, Essouly,
Foniders, Pwael and Tebn coundes  The
Grenter fekwrone Sen unitwoul nchide
abwst 3000 b 0 Galladn, Pard
Sweelgram, SHwaiern and Carbon counfes
The proposed mk and maps of he o i
n kbntins are avalbsbl on he LERES
webwe &t hthlimundinprane fevgow
e i s s b Hhough tie
cormmentpened desdine was Sprl 28§, 2008
he LEFREFE ofen receims evkensions =
check her websie o s i ooumed,

TRAPPED EL NCATICN LEST BLATICH

Dumng he 2007 leqishive mxon FEP
swhbmited 3 bl arend e educaton and
courss yahe b ncude dapper
Beh he hbntire Tappers
LZxsocivbon (MTE) and Al Pworked bgeher
n upportofhis kgisliion hat woull have
requied st e qeneral fapper kens
buvers oo cormplet & fapper educadion and
sty cours. Unbrbnakel be bl died
However, FEP will request hat his =ame
kqgidabon be niwduced sgan durng e
2009 kgisafve sexion.  This kgishion i
an imperbint vep b demonviak  hat
keensed fappers hawe proper faning and
are responsble Fappers and hatmandatbry
Tapper sducadon may prechde addrbonal
requision. Trapper mupportior his bl dumnq
the 2009 e gislyure is arheal o b pazge.

WOLF DELT ETING I MO T A4

On Rhrch 28, 2006 wobes were oficialy
delved, or removed Fom e deral LN
Kbntana and e bbrhem Fockies and ar
now under Bl Prmnsgementaubiot. The
LE: Rzh & Widlie Zerace had presousdy
approved hbrbre's wolf managerentplan,
which ncludes hunfng and dmpping a3
methods o mansge wolf numbers and
diskbuton, a3 bng a3 here ar atbast 15
breedngparsn he s, The mostrecent
mnfmm kbntana wolf populafen ek
was 422 woles n T3 verded packs, of
which 9 quaed azabreslng par. Thisis
about & Id% noeas fom he 2006
popultion exvimie. Depre he noeas
dumg 2M7, 02 wal merkiles wer
docurmentd, of which T3 wers hevick
relled.  The remanng merbles were T
deqal kils, & vehick or fan shkes, 1 kgl
harestin Canada, T ncdental and agency-
relved, 3 maml deshis, 1 mcidenhl
namg, and 4 unknewn. The AP
Commixsion has 3ta hunig-only sa%n
under & quel wvem begnnng i
Seplember, unkw Mgaton prechdes e
vl te's rtpublc hunt

AVERACE PELT FEICE WAL VEE

Sverage pettpnces are fom e Mhrch 2008
wid fur sl by Norh Srnencan Fur Zuchons

Eptl:-il!"! annf-mk Jnnk-1] HIIEH
b= A e r 211,541 24 241l
CHier 10000 $0.100 40.91
hMuskrat 550 520 3.23
Mk 15.00 12,8 5.2
Mhren 45.50 6157 1.3
Rsher 5. 4.5 §7.51

Wolemne 30000 21785 28035
Bobeat A00 25TAF 44445

Cayole 3850 455 3T.W
Fed Fx 250 0.8 2.4
Faccuon 11.50 205 33.2
IR 500 4.96 564
Shunk .50 4.04 5.27
Badger 27.590 27.597 42,60
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C. Harvest Registration Form.
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;!rg{i :
g\/ @\J Monggana Fish , Wildlife (R Paris m
FURBEARER HARVEST REGISTRATION
FUR HARVESTER:
Name (Print): ALS No:
Street Address (FedEx Delivery): Phone:
City/State/Zip:
SPECIES HARVESTED: (Check/register only SAME species per form)
Bobcat Otter Marten Fisher Wolverine Lynx (Fur Farm)
HARVEST INFORMATION:
Date(s)  Trap Dist. Pelt Tag # Sex
Taken (1-7) County Location T R Sec (for marten see below)
Type:  FurHarvest_ Incidental Take__ lllegal Harvest_ Reservation____ Non-Harvest_ Fur Farm____ Unknown____
Method: Foothold__ Snare_ Conibear____ Freeshot__ Hounds____ Livetrap___ Other___ [Ref #:
Specimen Collection: Carcass ___ Skull ___ (ONLY ONE skull per bag) Return skull (delivery charge for bobcat) Yes_  No___
Marten: Male Pelt Tag #(s): (up to 10)
Female Pelt Tag #(s): (up to 10)
Date(s)  Trap Dist. Pelt Tag # Sex
Taken (1-7) County Location T R Sec (for marten see below)
Type: Fur Harvest____ Incidental Take_ Illegal Harvest  Reservation__ Non-Harvest  Fur Farm___ Unknown___
Method: Foothold__ Snare_ Conibear____ Freeshot_ Hounds____ Livetrap___ Other___ [Ref #:
Specimen Collection: Carcass ___ Skull ___ (ONLY ONE skull per bag) Return skull (delivery charge for bobcat) Yes_  No__
Marten: Male Pelt Tag #(s): (up to 10)
Female Pelt Tag #(s): (up to 10)
Date(s) Trap Dist. Pelt Tag # Sex
Taken -7 County Location T R Sec (for marten see below)
Type: Fur Harvest__ Incidental Take_ Illegal Harvest  Reservation__ Non-Harvest  Fur Farm___ Unknown___
Method: Foothold__ Snare_ Conibear____ Freeshot _ Hounds____ Livetrap___ Other__ [Ref #:
Specimen Collection: Carcass ___ Skull ___ (ONLY ONE skull per bag) Return skull (delivery charge for bobcat) Yes_  No__
Marten: Male Pelt Tag #(s): (up to 10)
Female Pelt Tag #(s): (up to 10)

Skulls of bobcat and carcasses of otter, fisher and wolverine must be collected at the time of pelt tagging. Use corresponding portion of second
page of form to fill out and place in sleeve of specimen collection bag. Only ONE skull per bag. Forward all specimens to a regional office or FWP
wildlife lab in Bozeman. NOTE: Bobcat skulls will only be returned if trapper agrees to pay shipping costs (approx. $4 per skull, depending
on package weight) at the time of FedEx delivery.

I swear and affirm that the furbearer(s) listed were taken pursuant to Department rule which permits the acquisition of title to the furbearer by
me described on this application, and the information is true and correct. MCA 87-2-106 (6).

Fur Harvester’s Signature

%Date FWP Employee (Print)

NEEDS KEYING INTO MRRE PROGRAM IMMEDIATELY



D. Trapper Harvest Survey Questionnaire.
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FURBEARER HARVEST SURVEY Mongana Fish,
LICENSE YEAR 2007 ) Wildlife R Paris

«First_Name» «Last_Name» «Suffix»
«Address»
«City», «State» «Zip_Code»-«ZIP4»

| «ZIP_CODE»«ZIP4»«DPBC»|

Thank you for your cooperation with this Furbearer Harvest Survey.

Although you may have already provided information on several furbearers that have reporting, pelt tagging and
registration requirements, you are being requested to provide information on your harvest effort for all furbearer,
predatory, and non-game species that are trapped and hunted in Montana. This is a statewide survey of ALL
furbearer license holder activities including unsuccessful furbearer harvesters. This survey includes ALL your
activities (trapping and snaring, hunting, and the use of hounds) related to the species listed on the back of this
questionnaire.

The information you provide is vital to a successful furbearer management program. Harvest data provides the
information necessary to support the continuation of your harvest activities as a sound wildlife management
strategy and assists FWP in maintaining the flexibility to manage your furbearer resources in Montana. Thank you
for taking the time to fill out this questionnaire.

EVEN IF YOU DID NOT TRAP, SNARE OR HUNT, OR USE HOUNDS FOR FURBEARERS, PLEASE
ANSWER QUESTION NO. 1 AND RETURN THIS SURVEY WITHIN THREE (3) WEEKS. THANK YQOU.

Supplemental Question: Has the density of bobcats in your Trapping District changed over the last year?

Trapping District: or County:

Bobcat Density (check one): Declined: Stable: Increased:

1. Did you trap, snare, hunt, or use hounds during the 2007-2008 furbearer season? NO [ | YES [ ]
PLEASE REFER TO THE BACK OF THIS QUESTIONNAIRE TO REPORT YOUR HARVEST ACTIVITIES.
QUESTION 2 REFERS TO YOUR TRAPPING AND SNARING ACTIVITIES.
QUESTION 3 REFERS ONLY TO YOUR HUNTING ACTIVITIES.
QUESTION 4 REFERS ONLY TO THE USE OF HOUNDS FOR YOUR HUNTING ACTIVITIES
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E. Accidentally Trapped Dog Report Form.
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@ Montana Fish , Wildlife R Parks

ACCIDENTALLY TRAPPED DOG REPORT

Reporting FUR HARVESTER ___ or DOG OWNER ___ (Check One):

Name (Print): ALS No:

Address: Phone:

City/State/Zip:

Report Information:

Region: Date of Incident: Time of Incident:

County: General Location/Landmark:

Public Land: USFS ___ BLM __ DNRC ___ Other ___ or Private: Corporate ___Individual ___ Farm/Ranch ___
Trap Type: Foothold __ Snare __ Conibear ___ Other ___Identification on Trap (Trap Tag): Yes___ No____

Target Species (Complete from Fur Harvester Only):

Condition of Dog: Not Injured _ Foot Damage __ Killed _ Other

Dog Running At Large or Accompanied by Owner: At Large  With Owner
If at Large, ldentification on Dog: Yes_ No__ Dog Owner Notified: Yes _ No
Was Dog Out of Site or Verbal Command of Owner: Yes  No

Dog Owner Activity: Bird Hunting ___ Hiking ___ X-Country Skiing ___ Other ___

Site Visit Information:

Date: Time: Investigating Officer:

Describe Site Location Circumstances:

Legal Trap Set: Yes__ No ___If lllegal, Reason Why:

Was Citation Issued for Either Party: Yes  No ___ Type of Citation:

FWP Employee Signature Date FWP Employee (Print)

Please send completed form to Brian Giddings, Furbggrer Coordinator, P.O. Box 200701, Helena, MT 59620



F. Furbearer Snow Track Survey Form.
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Snow Tracking and Habitat Form
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